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PREFACE. 


. HE Subjei# which the Aythor of the ge y- - 
. BB. tions wadertdhes, # 4 prime Article of the 
Chriſtian Faith ,- and ſo requires Striouſugfs 
and Decorym in the Management of i : 
the Perſons to whom he declares bimſelf an Adverſary y 
ore. not only of aw eminent Order . and Station in the 
Charch; but alſo ſuch «s have approved themfelves in their © 
Writings to be of that Learning and nt, that 
Temper and Moderation , that their Adverſary cannot but 
#9 ſame Rewerence, in Expreſſions at leaſt, to their Per- 
fans for it. 
But notwithſtanding this, as if be had « &:ff1uſt is his 
Cauſe, and durſt not venture it broad into the world upon + 
the Strength of its own Reaſon and Authority, he foow en« - 
deavours to prepoſſeſs his unwary Readers with ſuch Infipiia- 
Hons. as be thinks will make them, if not of hi opn Party, - 
yet ſuſpef# the Sincerity of the other. 
For woxld you know who thaſe are that he procleims War 
againſt ? They are one while « poor ſort of weak people at 
the beft,. that, he ſaith, neither have nor can defend their - 
Caulſc, ut have given-it up tothe Sacinjans: But if you 
mould indeed know mho they are, in their proper colours ; 
they are the great Penſipners of the world, that are bri- 
bed with great Rewards. They are of « Church , whoſe - 
Fears 2nd Aws\are greater than their Bribes. Another 
mbile they are great men indeed that defend the Do- 
A 3 ctrine: : 


The PREFACE. 
* frine of the Triaity againſt them, -but cis that they 
Wult maintzin it, p. 44. So that: ſer afide Preferments, 
Fears aud Aws, and without doubt theſe Great Men, and 
the whole Church and Nation. { as he would have it belie- 
ved) would Socinianiſe, and become their Trans, 
Would one think that this Perſon had ever read the Cha- 
vatter his Grace has given his ag aps m-that Comtro- 
werſy, who uſed generally to lay aſide unſeemly Refle- 
Qtions, &c ? Would one think this to be the Perſon that in 
the Page before ſaid, That-the Archbiſhop inſtrifted the 
Sociniens themſelves with the Air and Language of a 
Father, not of an Adverſary or Judge ? Or rather, has 
he not given us reaſon to think he would have theſe doubt« 
ful Expreſſions conſtrued to the diſadvantage of him whant 
be therein pretends to commend? Or does he think,” that 
after all, he has wiped his mouth, and comes off with ſome 
decorum , that he asks Pardon, if there be any thing 
here ſaid, not reſpeQful enough. r= & 

- Solomon /aith, As a mad man whe cafterh firebrands, 
arrows, and death, 'fo is the man that deceiveth ' (or. 
the Septuagint'reads 7, traducerh) his neighbour, and 
faith, Am I not in ſport ? For can any thing blackey be 
faid, than that betauſe of the Preferments on one fide, and 
the Fears and AWs on the other, theſe Great Men defend 
the DoQrine of the Trinity, and defend it becaufe they 
muſt. Al! that can be ſaid i, that in his opinion theſe are 
fatal Biaſles 3 *» his opinion, I ſay, who after all his pretence 
ro 4 freedom from theſe Biaſſes which rhe Great Pen» 
ſioners of the world are unter the power of, tannot [0: 
fmother it, but apon occaſion it will break forth : O; ſaith 
he, Let the Church-Preferments be propoſed as the 
Reward of 'only Learning and Piety, and then mighty 
things (ball be done, and it ſhall be ſoon ſeen'how man 
eyes this Liberty would open. Surely he maſt have 105 
;fatal an inclination this way himſelf, that can think ſo ill 


of 


he PREFACE 
af munkind, and. of. ſuch who are known to have been tried 
. when tine was, but deſpiſed his ſort of Bribes and Fears too, 
when armed with Powtr and Authority 3 when they, with a 
bravery becoming their Learning ana Integrity, dar'd to 
own (in his Phraſe) not only an inconvenient but a dan- 
gerous Truth, p, 65. 

Sarely this. is 4 fort of treatment. that theſe Venerable 
Perſons . might. not. have expetted from one of that denumi- 
ation, that uſed to argue with decency. But nhat may 
not be expeited from bim, who has the confidence to tell 
the World, -that the Ancient Unitarians did generally re- 
jet? the Goſpel, andorber Piecernow attributed to St. John, 
and ſaid they were written by the Heretick Cerinthus ? 


P+ 59,, Ow. | 

_ And becauſe he thought himſelf obliged rather to vindicate 
thoſe beloved: Predece(ſor s of his ( as he would have it ) thas 
thoſe Divine Books ;, he pretends particularly to ſet down 
their Reaſons in order ;. of which matter, though ( as he 
tells us) he will affirm nothing ; yer, [aith he, 1 ſhould. 
be glad to ſee ap;Anſwer to their Exceptions. 

 Mfter MA ao hoge theſe Great men will think it no 
Fri #a:\ſuffer the utmoſt indignity in ſuch Com- 
pany as that of the Divine Evangeliſt. 

But of this more in its proper place. 

But why doth our Author thus lead up the V ay, and bring 
wp the Rear of his Anſwer to theſe Venerable Perſons, with 

is popular Topick of Charck- Preferments , and Church= 
Fears? Was there never 4 time when the Church of God 
Profeſſedi the Temes which\our Church defends, withe 
SEA er nero: al rhe 
on s they were beſet wit ib Aws and Feats of .@ . 
Far i0us and Emiitter'd Adverſary ? 'Was there not a time 
when bis Unitarians poſſeſs'd ſome of the greateſt Prefer- 
-ments, when (as our Author tells us) they had their Pas 
lusParigrctpof Antioch ;. and Photious Mwegaling: 


"The PREFACE. 
of 1Nlyricum ; and that their Followers abounded' eve- 
xy-where, &:? p. $3. 

' And 1 may tell his as feoret, "W4t there mor # Hime 
hen the Power of theſe fatal Biaſſes was abroad, that 
their Metropolitans were not: wont to treat the Trinitari- 

-ans with the Air and Language of 2 Father, bs: of an; 

Adverlary, and a Tyranmical\ udge? What et was the 
meaning of the Commotiony, Violences; and Oitr aves ugd int 
thoſe days, when Fire and Faggot were tven amons them in 
faſhion; when Biſbops were depoſed, exiled, flein, and the 
whole Empire ina'C oy thoſs Infemone Priffhces? 
Surely (45 out Author of bis Adverſaries) tfrhoſs\ 
perſons had believed as hey id, they eould never think 

1t neceſſary to uſe the Precaution of ſuch e Ire: 
and - 5p nr , © _— « Truth 
vious, as they pre to every unprejad net 
Honeft man, $; $54. war £223 

he + I doubt me, is io wo ne, - Oey Se 

fateful 'SubjetF, And be m 
gy al = for mot yrs + an Gans 

For which, as I am not \ #0 iy 


done them «ty wrong; ſo 1 dow't think hy reg 
Preface, as he doth bis, with arking his pode 
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B09 hop: would 
himml where,gives the. lainc ; and rells 
oba wrote: his Maſt, and that 
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"Euſeb.1.3. 
6. 24 


bue..the Fathers al ro contradict, one, angther , aud-ofren ?: 


wax who. .lotnctig:s give-the! ong.; and ſometimes the 
fordetimss both as-the, zeafors of St: Fobn's Wikibg, 


(as 1 ſhall preſeacly (hew). By which way, of arguing, Epipba- 


nine, Exſchims, and St. Jerome, &c--will claſh one with wiqthers 
when the tiſt of theſe faich , St. Fob wrote his Goſpel: * by * 
the impulſe of the,;Holy, Ghoſt; and, the athes fays, it was at 
the inſtance of the Afi Biſhops,, But now, 25 theſe two may 
well be. accommodatcd, and: are conlilicut x1 ſ0.it is in the: Ac- 

. count given. by the Ancients of the- occaſion. of St. Fobn's wii» 
ting the Goſpel ; therefore St. Ferom t | joyns them together, and 
oftcr he_had faid, That St, Fobn wrote. it-in Coofutation-of,Ce- 
rinhus , and other Heretic $3. adds, there is allo ao Gaſes 
and then falls in with Enſchixe: pad 4 ho 

So Irenexs expreſly *. - So Epipbanias. 

And thus Santins doth acknowledg, That againſt the Hereſy 
of Cerinthus and. Ehion , St.. Joaha (as we. have it by Tradition) 
wrote his Goſpel, 

Thus far then we are ſafe, and have the ſuffrage of Antiqui- 
ty on our fide, that St. Jobn wrote bis Goſpel againſt the He- 
relies of Ceriathus and Evian. And-indecd,, by our Author's 
x:ply to this part, we may guels, That . when he met with 
thiſe two Newes in the Church- Hiſtory, he met with nothing 
againſt it, For thus he goes on. 

.. Firſt, . As to- Ebion; concernivg, him, hi; i, (aith bs dowbtel by 
the Crnicks , whether there ws oy ſuch Man : Nay , alittle after, 
he is got above_the Cri. icks, _ politively cor That Ebion 


nerer 


* Adverſ. 
Her. l. 3. 
CE. 1, 

v. Epiphan. 
Her.5t 2, 
12, 13- 


Her. Jo. 


of Herefies. ' For.what Hereſy is there 


__ - +=" 
wrong for writing againſt 
"Tre ied. [an be refers" tO, as our Aathr 
w have us underſtand, 1'Cor.2. 26, or at leaft, all: thoſe Fa« 
thers were. raiſtaken that would have $t. Joba write againſt the 
Hereſy of the Ebjonites , or hat groan ous « 7" ix mga 
n ſimple 

Bur if they that would have the name an Aprelfatier, fay it 
was not becauſe of their Poverty, but becauſe-they thought , 


| that he was a 
Emſtbix;, What if Ebion at laft is fonnd to be a 


mere-Man. , So, 
Perſon? -So it's affirmed by Terrulian, -Preſeript. c. 33, &e, Hie- 


you. in Iſai. c. 1,& 3. Hilarins Epift. de Trin. 1. 1, Origen or Marth. 


5, Oc. 

So Epiphanins expre fly, Ebjonites were ſo called from Ebjiox 
whoſe Followers, faith he, would be'fo cafled from theis being 
poor like the Apoſtles: But, ſaich thar Farther , This is a Fiftion 
of their own 5 For Ebion was a Name: . 

As'for Cerinthus , all that he has to fay, is, That the Goſpel 
of St. Fobn could not be wrote againſt Cerintbur, becauſe Cerin- 
thus was (fald to be Author of it. But this is to reafon about 
matter of Fact. Irs plain, the Ancients, to whom our Author 
appeals, did affert, That je was written again Cerinihur 3 and 
it's'as plain, That Cerinthws held theſe Opinions, againſt which 
St, John is {appotcd by them to have wrirren. To which he has 

ing to reply , bur that Cerinybws is {aid' to be the Author of 
its but that 1 have already confider'd before. Thus far then, 1 
hope, 'tis pretty evident, That there are Hiſtorians and Ancient 
Hiftorians , a do the ſame Hiſtorical Occafion of St. John's 


But 


Writings, as is ffigned by bis Grace. 


S 
»o 


But it's likely he wilt reply, t theſe words of his, ns Hi- 
ftorian,and'to be ſure no Ancient Hitorian ever aſſigns this occaſion wen- 
tioned by bis Grace, are to be limiced-wo'the . What- 
ever he may ſay, yet | doybe few Readers will fy it; for 
he has fo artificially mingled all theſe together , that what he 
affirms may be applicd to alty, and yet, if examined, he can 
reftrain it to this or that particulay. © And therefore, that Fmay 
ſhew how little he is acquainted with this ment, or how 
little- he confalts Truth and *Candor in it, I (hall confider it 
with reſpe& to the\Gnoftichy, © | 
He cannot deny, but that the Terms, Word,” Light, Fulneſs, 
Only Begotten, are the Phrafſeology of the Gnofticks , or elſe he 
muſt 'never have read Irenexsy which allo ate nfed by St. Fobn. 
Now the queſtion will be, Whether St. Fob hath ſed them 
chance, as dur Author imagines? Or that in jon fo theſe 
Dreams, St, Fobn ſhews all theſe Titles did truly bdong'to oar 
Saviour , and to which there is a Perpeteal 4Unfion, as his Grace 
affirms. I verily believe, That if a Gnoftick had accidentally 
light upon that Chapter , as the Platonick Amrlixes is (aid to have 
done, he would no leſs have been, convinced there was this Al- 


lafion to their Hypothefrs , than that Philoſopher was that the * 


Evangeliſt did Platonize. Hence it was, That the follo 
Gnoftickg would have' confirmed their Conjugations and Eony from 
thence. 


Bat ſaith he, It was below the gravity of the Apoſtle to confute the 0 p 


wild Guoſticks, and their Chimerical Eons. pn | 
Why ſo? When this Set fo far prevailed , That during the 
Lives of the Apoſtles, is grew to « great beight, to the great Prejudice and 
Difturbance of the Chriftian Religion, as his Grace obſerves z, for 
whoſe Purity and Preſervation it became even this great Evan- 
geliſt to be concerned. And tho our Sage Philoſopher may call 
them, Chimzrs's and Sickly Dreams, (as in truth they were) and 
© too trivial a SubjeR for'the Apoſtolical Pen to write of; yer, 
when we confider -how far thoſe Herefies ſpread , how long 
they continued , gnd what miſchief chey did ( as may be fee 
in Irenexr, Tertallien, Epipbanins, &c.) we'may agree to what 
Epiphanins ſaith upon- this' occafion. Neither, faith he, le 'any 
one contemn theſe Dogmata , as fil of follyz for fooliſh People are per- 
ſwaded by fooliſh things. Nay, prudent Perſons may decline from the 
right way, if the mind be not Os the way of irnath y —_— 
2 ather 


Iren. L. 1. 


Her. 27. "*" 


ls. 
L. 26, c.17. 


Adv. Her. 
C3627: 


» - 


Fate gin o-laſance of himſelf when likedy40 be perverted 
by the 

Bue ally ſaith oar Author , I am of opinion; that there is no 
Hiſtorian, Iam ſure no Ancient. Hiſtorian , who. aſſigns the Hiftorical 
Occaſion of $1, Johi's Writings , even the Gnolticlis end therr Eons, 


, mentioned by bis Grace. 


| anſwer, That what has been debice ſaid is ſufficient, whe 
there is a- Perp:tual Allufion to the Phraſe and Opinions of the 
Gnofticks 4 and very often in the Apoitolical Epiſtles, as has been 
obſerved by many Learned Perlons. . - 

Bur to put this paſt diſpute , belides' what is elſewhere, let 
our Author turn to Irenexs , and he will fnd that Ancient Au- 
thor expreſly affirming , That-St Fobu wrote his Goſpel againlt 
the Error of Cerinthus 3 and a little after, that St. John took away 
all ground of Difſentionz and by the words, the World was made 
by bin, he confuted the Gnofticks. <o that if our Author was of 
chat Opinion, it was without any "ground. 

TV. It's high time we now procced to enquire into the ſenſe of 
St. Fobn, The Ancient Unitarians tinding, (as I have obſerved ) 
the Goſpel of St, Fobn not reconcilable to their -opinion of 
Chriſt's being a meer man 3 like Alexander, at once cut: the Gor- 
dian knot, which'they could not fairly untie z and- rcj&ted #his 
and other pieces now attributcd to that Evangeliſt, as Uncanonical 
and Heretical, But an after-generation ( whom our Author 
dignities alſo with the ſame title of ' Ancient Vnitarians ): more 
wary than the former, (ecing that Author, whoever be was, to 
grow into Fedit among the other denominations 'obf Chriſtians, were tare- 
ful to ſhew them, that it was capable of a very allowable ſenſe, as our 
Author faith, p. 53+ 6. 

And this ſeews to be the caſe of Socinus and this his Defen- 
der, who muſt not quit St. Fobn, and with the Ancient Unitarians, 
call his Goſpel the Fiftion and Forgery of Cerinthu, ( as our Au- 
thor ſaith they did ) for it has been too -long in credit with the 
other denominations of Chriſtians, to admit of {uch de(piteful uſage 
and violence: and therefore they will undertake to ſhew them 
it's capable of a very allowable ſenſe ;/ but by ſuch pitiful and 
wretched ſhifts, by fuch precarious and arbitrary ſuppoſitions, ( as 
his Grace rightly terms them ) and an invention which no indif- 
ferent Reader of St. John, that bad not been prepoſſeſſed and biaſi'd 
by ſome violent prejudice, would ever bave thought of, p« 58, 65, &c. 

And 


FF » 


And this will:appeasr, if we try it: by any of thoſe ways ty 
which the ſenſe of an Author is to be obtained; ſuch- 2s the Oc- 
calion, the Phraſeology, the Scope, Detgn and Context. 

As forthe Occaſion; it the Authors, allsdyged above, are of 
any Authority, it's (6 far unqueſtionable. -. 

As for the Phrafſeology,: that is to be underſtood. by the:com+ 
mon uſe of the Words, or the Subje&, os Science they relate to z 
and accordingly were thele Phraſcs-in St. Fobrapplicd' in\ their 
proper and-ordinary: {ignitication, at noe only the Orthodox Chri- 
ftians, butt even the-Artians, 'and-Amelius the Platonift did underſtand 
them, ( as this Grace obſerves from Enuſebizs ) and our Author is 
forced to confe(s as much ; for in the account he. gives of the 
Hiſtorical occafian (-v12 of Sxinws's new Project) he thus intro- 
daces it, © Socinus finding it to be the firſt of alL.God's Declara- 
* tions, 1 ams the Lird thy God: &c, heundertiood in the' beginning, 
© to be in the beginning of the Goſpel ftatez, and the Word was a 
© God in. @ ſenſe of Officez and the World he made, a ſpiritual 
© World. , 

Now what is this, but to carry off the words from a plain 
literal to a tigurative (enſe, and fo to acknowledge their Doctrine 
is not favoured by the thraſeology of it ? 

But (uppoling it to be ſo, yet, faith our Author, © Socinus 
© oblerved, that the Scriptures abound with-ſuch Metaphors and 
© Figures even when they {peak of God, as when God is ſaid to 
* have. Zyes, Arms.and Bowels, &c. to. denote the light, power 
© and mercies of God; P, 49. 4. | 

It's granted z but withal, as he ſaith, the Scriptures therein truſt 
to the judgment of the mojt common Readers, and queſtion not but 
the moſt ordenary capacity will ſo underſtand them. But then how. 
comes this to paſs, - that from the time of St. F+bn downwaids, 
not the myſt comm: aud ordinary , nay, the mot accurate 
Readers, and. extraordingry-. Capacitics, were ever ſo happy as 
to make this diicavery..betoge the fortunate Socines ? And why- 
were not they as well able to find out in this diſcourſe of St. 
Fobn the Miniſterial Qeity of our Saviour, the beginning of. the 
Golpel-itate, and the ſpizitual World, ( the only Key, it ſeems, 
to unlock the ſenſe of that Divine Writer) as they were by the 
Hands, Eyes and Bowels of God, to underſtand his Power, 
Sight and Mercies ? It's evident that the moſt ordinary Capaci= 
ties did, generally ſpeaking, by theſe Corporcal Members, un- 
deritand: 


' "TL . | - 
derfiand the aboveſaid Attributes of-the Deity to be deſcribed. 
And it is alſo-evident that for Socime7s explication of that Evan- 
gcliſt, the moſt famed Expofitors, and much more common KR ea- 
ders, -no more thought of- it, the Ancient Navigators did 
dream of-that new World, which Columbas two Ages ago was 
ſo happy as to diſcover,” So that it evidenily appears, that there 
is not the ſame reaſon to interpret the Phraſes,' In the-Beginning, 
and theWWord was God, and ll things were made by Him, 'in 8 me- 
taphorical and figurative ſenſc, as there is for the underſtanding 
the Corporeal Organs of Speech and Adtion, ec: after that man- 
nes, when applied to God : but that rather they muſt be under- 
fiood properly and literally, as the Orthodox, the Arians, and 
all others have underſtvod., and his Grace has expounded 
ther. 7? {t 

But bold, faith our Author, * His Grace himſelf, when he 
comes to interpret the particular expreſſions, can raiſe them no 
higher than Arianiſm , ( viz. that the Son-was generated ' ſome 
time before the World ) thoagh he alledged them to prove 
Triait arianiſm. p. 46. b. 

Well ſuppoſing this, yet if his Expoſition hold fo far good, 
the Soeinian Hypotheſis, that will-not flow our Saviour to have 
any exiſtence before his Nativity of the Virgin Adery, will then 
be utretly overthrown, 

But what doth our Author mean ? When he affirms or denies, 
as he pleaſes, what Irenexs, Euſebins and Epi fayy they arc 
Books few underſtand, and fewer have: but methinks he ſhould 
be a lictle more cautious when he aſcs the fame liberry in a Book 
publiſhed but the laſt-year, and that has the good hap'ro be gene- 
rally well received and read. How then” can he fay that his 
Grace can raiſe- the expreſſions n» bigher than Arianiſm * when it's 
the firſt of his Corollaries, viz. *The Wo bere deſcribed by St. 
© John, is not a Creature. Apd then follows, This Concluſion 5s 
© direllly agaviift the Arians, who offirmed that the Son of God was 
a Crgatuere. P« 39- | 

And there is not a branch of thoſe Verſes which the Arch- 
biſhop doth not alike interpret. he fricth of Chriſt the 
Word, that is, the eternal Son of Ged, ' P. 6, 59+ 

In the Beginning, that is, be did exdft before any thing was made, 
and conſequently is withomt Beginning, and eternal. P. x9,Gc. 

Was God, that is, from ol eternity. Pi'24, Oc. 


But 


_ 


Of the Daty. of our Savioar. 
But perhaps, he will-fay, this his Grote has attempted, but not 
F Ma Gas. | 


vd.- ith 

That remains to be cried by what he has to obje& againſt itz 
ard then he only offers Ormewhat'as a Reply to his Graces's Ex- 
poſition of the Phaſe,” Jv obe , leaving all the reſt that 
was ſaid in expolition'and defence of the other Phraſes of the 
Evangeliſt, co continue'as they were; and if .we may judge 
of what he could have ſaid of the reſt, by what he has ſaid of 
this, it: muſt needs have been very inſignificant : For thus he 
argues. 

= * In the Beginning, is interpreted without Beginning , which 
© two are diſtintly contrary. P. 4$ 'þ. | 

A. 1 anſwer z This is not directly laid down as the interpre- 
tation of that Phraſe, but is rather the conſequerice of what his 
Grace had ſaid juſt before, as the preceding quotation ſhews, In 
the Beginning, that is, be did exift before any thing was made, and 
conſequently is without Beginning, and Eternal. | 

2. Granting he had thas explain'd the Phraſe, In the Beginning, 
to be without Beginning, yet they are not direUly contrary. To have 
a Beginning, and to be without Beginning, are direQly contra- 
ry, and more than fo, 'a ContradiQion, t fo be in the Begin- 
ning, and to be without Beginning, are ſo far from being contrary, 
that they are very well conſiſtent, for elſe God himfelf would 
not have been n-the Beginning. Thus it is, Gen. 1. 1, In the Be- 
ginuing God created the Heaven and the Earth. By which Phraſe is 
ſhewed, that the Heaven and Eerth had a Beginning, and fo 
were not i tbe Beginning, ( for then they had been before they 
began to be ) and-(o it conld not be faid, In the Beginning were 
the H-avens and the Earth; for then they +4, as God; been with- 
out Beginning, But it's faid, In the } - nning God created them, 
that is, he that himſelf had no Beginnit., , gave a Beginning to 
them. Aſter this manner- doth the Wi... man exprels it, in the 
place quoted by his Grace, on this occaſfior:, The Lord poſſeſſed me 
[ Wiſdom ] in the beginning of bis way, before” bis works of old. 
I was ſit up from everlaſting, from the beginning, or ever the earth 
was, Prov, 8. 22, 23. So that to Be in tbe Beginning, was to be 
before his works of old xy to be without a Beginning, and from Ever- 
laſting. 

ON objeds , * Though he | Archbiſhop } cannot find the 
* Cocternity in the words of St. Fobn, yet he can interpret his 
* OW 
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Mb a a dro dn 5 they hi 
UF the Deity. 0f, Of Savingr. 
© own interpretation, of his words ſo as!to-mike out the Co- 
eternity : Fot he faith, in the Beginning, that is, the Son-already 
© was, when things began #0 be 5. and -by GonEhuence, the Son was 
© without a Beginning ; for that-whighwas+vevey made, could 
© have no Beginning of .its Beings, *Apdithenhe' ſmartly returns 


- 


upon him, * How, Sir, is that « good)Gonfſequence,- or any'Con- 
© ſequence at all ?. For ſuppoling the Son was when the World 
© began to be, which is not, yet Six thouſand yeers ago, will it 
* follow, that therefore he was ablolutely; without a Beginning, 
* or was never made ?. &c. 

Anſw. It his Grace. had- left qhis:Copſequence to ftand upon 
its own foot, wkhout aſkyng any proot. for it; yet any one 
but competently acquainted with - the Scripturc-Phrafeology, 
would not have quettioned. the reaſon and torce of. it x; and if 
not with reſpe& to his Adverſary, yet for a ſalvo to his own ig- 
norance, would have forbore his How, Sir, is, that & good Coniſc= 
quence, or any Conſequence at- all 2” But I much quettion his igno- 

 rance ; for his cautious Adverſary, that had been us'd to write 
with 2 due guard as well as ſtrength, rock care to prevent this 
Objection, and fortify his Conſequence with the bett authority, 
that of Scripture. 

For thus he goes on immediately after the words quoted by 
this Author, ( and (o he is the more inexcuſable ) The Son al- 
ready was when things began to be, and conſ quently is without Be- 
ginning, &. And fo the Fews ulcd to deſcribe Eternity, before the 
world was, and before the foundation of the world, as alſo in ſeve* 
ral' places of the: New Teſtament. . And fo likewiſe Solomon de- 
(cribes the Eternity of Wiſdom, The Lord. ſays he, ped me in 
the beginning of bis way, before bis works of old, &c. 

So that if the Conſequence be not grod, or if it be no Conſequence 
at all, the Scripture is to be blamed, and not his Grate for fol- 
lowing it in a line of Argumentation. According to the Scri- 
p'ure way of ſpeaking, that which was before the world. is ac- 
counted eternal : And thercfore what was in the Ecginnirg, had 
no Beginning ; and ſo'the whole Cauſe of Arianiſm, that would 
have Chriſt to be part of the Creation, though before the world 
was, mult unavoidably miſcarry z which was the Caſe in hand, 
and what his Grace undertook toprove. But this was fit to be 
conceal'd; for otherwiſe our Author would have had as little to 
lay to the Archbiſhop”s Explication of the t'hrafe, In the Beginning, 


as 


for ſince there was nothi 
ture, that which was the 
abſ@, or Word to be, and as St, Jobs's words, if literally un- 
deritogd, do import ) could not be the Creature. And there- 
fore, either he muſt, with our Author's Ancieas Uaitarians, forgo 
St. John's Authority, or find out ſome, oches. Explication than 
had yet been thought of z and that confirain'd him to fly to _ 
niſterial 'God, and a Spicitual- World, as the 
ſhewed, Sermon 11. 

All that our Author has to ſay the Socinjan account, is ; 
wich reference to a double Charge Fagan it ; avd thac 
is, the unrcaſonablenels and the novelty of this Explication. 

As to the tirfi of thele, Hir Grace faith, Sermenll. p. 75. * Ac- 


© cording to this rate of liberty in Serjpture, it 
fy little Cr or Pacty 
* concerned, to oppole any | 


Dodtrine contained in it ; 86d 
© plaineſt Texts for any Articleof Faich, how Futidament 
© neceſſary ſocver, may by the fame arts | 


* terpretation be cluded and rendred witegly ins 
* eſtabliſhing of ic. For e if any m4 
cſlion that Article 


© the New ſtate of 
that it was not the 
him any 


Ut Jodie Heme ane Foreh, _ ſo Mike to inthe be- 
pa ate: 
refate*ro' (dah bog 
in the beginn 
that the _—__— 
utiferfi6od'ti' St.” 


ul uid Allegorical pwerpottathen, than the 


ils i pity ed by Hir' Grace, and the Paratiel 
dag or rh the Biſhop of Woreefter, in 4 Diſcourſe 
there td, that our Author ſeems perfetly at a lofs whe- 
ther to of od av and fo from admitting the caſe as it is 
prpotd, mol wodll advance another Scheme of it; for: thus he 
Graceput the taſe, as it aſuallyis, and T am cot. 

tent to join Ive with.him upon theinſtance he hath here given, 


of St. fobn ſpeaks of a certain Perfon, namcly 
w is confets'd to have been # Man, and 


ouly abſurd, but abſolutely nece(- 
| cally and þ Potty ur z 
thate the Jewiſh olity and 
"thereof; Fe. \* 


hat blurs: formewhat 


eabord, ade To etatetts inch, 

Were a ” oF Wiricet -to have delivered himſelf 
hen? wa 0 Wilkew Gr ff 
C | fon, he Gould thus 
" and the Earth 

of [2 et ehere be lghe 
"Afhior , A ntragpoly 
COMEnTes to. grant This z we, 
bf nl Mr Chapter of Geneſis 
(1 0 


A ; to make out his Pa- 
ES John ſpethy of 0 eornratn 
Perſon 


boy 
gc The Cale as he piits it,” is not the < 
biſhop 3 which wes to this effet; foppoſiog 
ſw, that woukt have the World notts be 
been &þ e2Srerm , Ending the Book "of Grief wr. fa fi 


with his Countrymen the Jews, and the'ſeveral lov of 
Chriſtians, that-ft was not to be gain z 2. therefore care» 
ful ( as our Anthor faith ſome of the” Autjent Unitarians Were, ip 
the cafe of St. okra byes a It. is c3 "of ano- 
ther and an llowable ſence x.to thels fatisfaRtion 


44agyt 
ſe). 


expounds it, of the 
ow the Queſtions Crna hk Wherher Spin 
owt upon er 4 t __ 
thus expound the Firft of Genific thr the fr. Sts of 
his Hypotheſis, as Sochwe did the, Firſt of Jobu to ſerve his 
d 
yr] that any one that compares the ohe wich the other, Gene- 
fir and St. Jobn, will be able co diſcerh. 
Indeed as abſurd as the fu gona of hisco ur, oh 
it might as allowably be'ſai id of hin, boy gy 
that faid of him in St. Job, it the Word was no more t 
Moſes, a Miniftcrial and Temporary God, and had no more boos 
in the beginning than Moſes. 
And'then the Book of Geneſis t as welf have begun in the 
ſame Phraſe with Moſes, as St. och - ST Oicr his 
beginning was nd Moſes was wit 
© God, editing [or a | whe will have ic] The 


8 Frances, 


we oaly rw ts wikh ourAuthor is,* That the Evan- 
*ovlict, who was a Few, ſpeaks _— the Meſfas,in the uſual Stile 


and 


Mf- the Deity of: he Cd 


Dead fk in al- 
fhonld mak 
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ES ſometimes calls aPoli:ical 
Or xt Change in a by the Term of New 
Heavens and New Earth : But, in out Author's way of ſpeaking, 
it truſts to the Reader's Jogos aud cnn ir” 8 matter that 
it's RS Lock the to doubt in, or to:queſtion what 
roinlas = Earth there ſpoken of, as 1/aiab 65. 17, 18. 
66. 22. 1-P - 3, Se. 

But. here is no intimatiqn given in the Evangelifl, that the 
Phraſes ſhould be TrngRegas from a Natural to a Spiritual ſence 
nor can it-poſſibly be without great violence, as their own Ex- 

jon of it will ew : For they arc Cnced to underfiand 

iſt to be Perſonally the Word in one Clauſe, and the Goſpel 

to be the Wordirithe other,as Socinus doth, Ia'the beginning was the 

Ward, Chiift; and the Word, that is the Goſpel, was with God. 

Or for -the avoid of that diftculty, others of them make 

Chriſt to aſcend y, Perſonally, and Bodily into-Heaven 

before his Miniftry ( though the Scripture ſpeaks not one word 

of it ) that they may put a colour upon the Phraſe ; The Word 

was with God, as His Grace has (hewed Sermon 11. p. 62. of which 
more anon, 

But now. if we . take the words in their natural and pro- 

per ſence, there are ſeveral other places to confirm it , as 
His Groe has ſhewed, p. 101, &e. and which it ſhall ſuffice for 
= nyo t to refer to, 

IS t 8 be nap is, the Novelty of this 
- by which faith the Areb- 


What fai 
©Suppoſe this; Why os we not own that time and 
* conſideration do ww *: ſorts of Sciences, and —_—_ 


Leg. Rt Divine or Humane? I do-not think it 
* to be any a tea ant adcunde” he 


F , | F ] A vV. or . 
*2 : . ” . 


d : - * 
© of this Content, be hath rcfeved it from that Daknefs in - 
A. Tiv« Quicrvation of his had in reaſon been prevented, if 

he had well weighed what his Grace had, ſaid upon it, who thus 
puckacs his Argument. C2. Wotete; * og oh. 
3; That the litcral Senſe. was fo obvious, that the Ortbodox, 
and. even the 4nane and Platonifts {( as Amelins )- agreed. in it; 
Byte :here our, Author , like a flying Torter that dares -npt- in 2 
Purwit look behind him , throws a ſpiteful} Dart at his Ad- 
verfary. * Av to-Friend Ameline, |-think it ſufficient to fay, | 
© That the Credie of the Trinitarien Cauſe runs very low 3 when 
' © an wncertain Tale of an obſcure Platonift , of no Reputation ei- 
© ther for Learning or Wit, is made to'be a good of the 
© Proof that can be alledged for theſe Do@trines, is ſpoke 


at all adventures z for it he had read Exfebins * , he * Propur p. * 
would have found the. Platonift to have deſerv'd a better Cha- 540. 


racter, and neither the Perſon to be fo obſexre, nor the Relation 
of it ſuch an wncertain Tale, as he would repreſent it +. 


But. he that can make Heflorical Occefions out of Propalitions, diwp.11y, 
and will prove matter of Fa& by reaſoning upon it without '* 7 


Authority, may be allowed to make ChaxaRters at his pleaſure, 
and amp what he will upan.a j0n. + 
Let him however take or refuſe Friend dAmelins , it's 2 ſmall 
part of the proof depends upon. that Tatez the uſe made of that - 
in concurrence with the Jud t of the Orthodox and Arians , - 
was, that: nv one of them{ever.imagh ce | chat there. was any 
other World alluded to. in that place, than the Natural and 
Material World , nor other Begianing than that of the Crea-, + 
tion. | 
2, His Grace.goes on; *Surely it, ought. to be very conlides- - 
Gable in this Caſe, that the moſt Ancient Chriſtian Writers ,- 
© Igngtines, Joftin Martyr, &c. and even Origen himſclf, are moſt 
' expreſs and poſitive ipy this matter, &e. And if this Interpre= 
© tation of Sociaws be true, it's almoſt incredible that-thoſe who 
© lived fo very ncar St. Joba's time, and were moſt likely to 
© know his meaning, ſhould ſo widely miſtake it. And then that 
*the whole Chriſtzan World ſhould. for' fo many. Ages. together 
* be deceived in the ground of fo important-an. Article.of the. - 
© Faithy and that no man did underſtand this Paſſage of Se. Jobe 
* aright betore Sociews, This very conſideration alone, .if th 
* were 
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© were 10 other y were ſufficient to fheppget aby prudent "man's 
©-Belicf of this Miſrepreſentation. Fo" oj 0 0 07 

| 3. And as his Grave goes 68, ©'T hat which wakes the mat- 
Ger nijuch worſe, is, that the Religion whith«wis particiifarty 
c a to overthrow Polytheiſm-, and the" bdicf of more 
Gods, hath according-to 'been { ill taught and/under- 
-ftood' by Chriſtians for fo many Ages r; and"almoſt 
© fromthe beginning of Chriſtianity, as does neceſſarily infer a 
« of Gbds. An inconvenience fo great, as'rio Cauſe, 
6 planſibte ſoever it may otherwiſe appear; is able to fland 
« under the weight of it, p. 73: And which the Reader may there * 
© ſee admirably enforced. 

For which reaſons it cannot Nth Rapper, that cither 
Tiwie ot Conſideration , wou a man- advantagi- 
ous Circ ; that he ſhould beat out that' Track , which 
all Chriftins for 1500 years together , were' not able before 
Hirri to defery; | Bur after all , chis ſhall be 10 Divwinution to Soci- 
nl, as OUr Author will have it. - bu 

Bur tho tri words tre will not allow'it a Dimimnetion, yet he in 
Fat bettyys'it; and after all, is not willing rw'own the Charge. 
For-thus he wrgues, * Why doth his Grzee ſay, Fhat not only 
© 211 the Fathers, but aM Chriflians have for this-Fifteen Ages, 
© agrect in his Interpretarion of this Comext ? Have there been 
© tio Chriſtians in the World for 1500 Years, but only the Arians 


_ * and Triatturians # 


This'is # little coo groſs, for he knows full well , that this is 
not afferred by the Archbiſhepz therefore he mekes another at- 


terypt. 

© Or was Socinz: the firſt (for that (it may be) was his Grace's 
—_— departed from: the Arian and Trinitarien Senſ(c 
6 text ? 


Whit an obſcure Writer doth he make his Grace to be , when 
he &, us it were, forc&d © come agen and agen upon the 
Erquiry, and at length to conclude with , is may be # wor bis 
mianing * And yet at laſt He is' fo unfortunate as to mi- 
take it, 

For his Grace doth no more fay , That Soeinus was the 
mun that departed from the Atian and Trinitarian Senſe of the 
rex, than he falkkth , That not only the Fathers , but oll Chriftians 
bave for Fifteen Ager ogfeed in is. ads Aanptadoe 

there 


| well fromthe: Jrichs as: | _—_— 
viour ne et IR 
ſo could not with conliftence to their P 
him. - 


rn ſo far as | can find; all In- 


Tala 


«[ from _—_ aniiy of <he Creation oF he Mitel, and 
© not of the Renovation-ob the Moral Wortd. 

And however our Anthor would evade and i, his 
STS Ernngn 
his yocate | 
ownehe truc Senſe of theſe Words way fever. " before fightly 
explained-*. *V. Archbe 

And indced;, avines cus fckor kirnſelf alledyes, is a' fatit Sm. 2. #* 
Confeſſion of it; for he produces nothing from Pax/zy or Pho- 69. 
tunes, or the-Andiemt aiteriane, of wes God 
Office , oof .the-be gi -of a'Goſpel Srare 
exiſtin, or of # Spicital orkd he rtiade, ot Wetsbe- 


Followers, -Þ- $3» ' $I _ 
But if our Author is of anyCredit,they U'noronly pofſtlh wht 
Frevigns, but Ages too, the two firft wndowhredly (as he luggeſs); 
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3. His next falſe fiep is, That whereas his Grace particular 
names Ignatius, Fuftin, Athenagoras, Irenews, Tertwllian, and Ori w. 
as of the ſame mind with himſelf; this Author affirms, c 
contrariwiſe they held the Arian DoQrine z where yet he fails 
in his main Point, which was to clear Socinw's Explication, and 
his Dodtine, from Novelty : But inſtead of that; all he attempts 
is to ſlew that the Ancient Fathers were for the Arian Dodirine z 
which is to fay they were not for the Socinian: And yet even 
there he fails again z as has abundantly been proved by Dr. Bull , 
and which I ſhall look upon as unanſwerable, till 1 ſee the Book 
he promiſes us in Anſwer to it. 

Having all this while been employed in Vindication of the Au- 
thority of St. Fobn's Goſpel againſt the Ancient Unitarians that 
queſtioned it, and our Author that propoſes their Arguments ; 
and in Vindication of the Oxthodox Expoſition of ir, againſt the 
Arian on one fide, and the novel one of Socinus on the other ; 1 
ſhall now proceed to the Conſideration of thoſe Texts of Scrj- 
pture which the Archbiſhop occaſionally made uſe of for the Ex- 
plication of St. Fobn z and they are, Heb. 1. 1. And Col: 1.15. 

His Grace has alledg'd Heb. 1. 2, ſeveral times in his Sermons, 
twice in his Firſt, for the Explicationof St. Jobn, and Col. 1. 16. 
And thus far our Author goes along with him in the bare quo- 
tation z but he manifeſily wrongs him, when he thus triumphs 
as he goes off from the Text yz Would a man build the belief of 
rt wr ac one, contrary to the whole current, and moſt expreſs 
words of the reft of Scriptare, on @ Text ſo uncertain as this is  p.51. b. 
I ſay he manifeſtly wrongs him z for he knows very well, that 
his Grace agrees with the cxrrent and expreſs Words of Scripture, in 
aſſerting the Unity of the Godhead z and (o could never at- 
ternpt to build the Belief of more Gods than one, upon any Text 
whatſoever, unleſs he would contradict himſelf. 

What is it then his Grace alledges this Text for ? Why, it is 
to juſtify Se, John, when he faith, That all :bings were made by 
the Word 3 and conſequently the Word that made all things mult 
be God. The Propoſition is St. Jobn's, the Conſequence is in- 
deed his Grace's, but what will neceffarily follow, as he has 
proved it from Heb. 1. 2. I perceive our Author needs to be re- 
membred upon oceafion: For tho this is the uſe his Grece makes 
of that Qnotation in Sermon Firft, yet our Aathor is to know 


there is a Second Sermon, where his Grace doth not criticiſe upon 
F Words, 
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Words, and ſhew how they may be -expounded- this way and 
that way, and leave it, in onr Author's Phraſe, an #ncertain Text 1 
but fully ſhews, Thar this Verle, aud Col. 1, 16, mnt nec:ſſarily 
b» underſtood of the otu Creation of the Natmral World. and-nor of the 
Moral World, and the Renovation and Reformation of the Minds ind 
Manners of men by the Goſpel. And this tit nor only at large con- 
firms, but allo, gives a particular Anfwer to the Comment of 
Sebliflingius and Crelizs upon it 3. Sermon II. p 103, 106. &e. 
Now our Author in reaſon ſhould have interpoſed in the behalf 
of theſe his delerted Friends, and have given a juſt Reply to 
their Adverſary ; but his buſineſs is rather to propoſe, and re- 
peat, and make ſome ſudden fallies, than grapple with his Op- 
ponent, and come to downright Blows. 

The tirſt Adventure he makes is, That the word ei@ris, which 
we render Worlds, more uſually and properly fignifier Ages ; and its 
ſo tranſlated by St. Jerom z, and therefore divers of the thoft Learned 
Criticks underſtand this Text of the Goſpel Ages 3 of which the Lord 
Chriſt is ( under God) the undoubted Amtbor. 

A; It ſeems the Learned Criticks go different ways, and our 
Author dares not lay too much on their fide, that waderftang this 
f the Sopot A ers for he ſawthit the Phraſe, b+ made the Ages, 
was harſh, >. as unuſual as it is uſual for the Greek word tolig- 
nify Ages : And which is worſe, that the word Ager in the Few- 
iſh and Scripture- Stile, oxdinaerily fgnifying the Age before and 
the Age under the Mcffias, it muſt follow, That the Lord Chriſt 
maſt be the undawbted /'utbor of both the Ages z-of that from the 
Foundation of the World to the Goſpel, as well as that from 
the Goſpel to the End of the World : And if fo, he muſt have 
been exiftent before the Ages 3 for elſe how could he'be the Au- 
thor of them ? This he that has been ſo converſant in the Learn- 
ed Criticks of the Trinitarians, cannot be ignorant of: And becauſe 
L have not a Liſt of them at hand, 1 thall for rhe prefent refer 
him to Dr. Himmond on Lake 1. p. &c. £ 

Whether he foreſaw this or no, I cannot- divine ; but how- 
ever, he has another anſwer in reſerve. For thus he goes on ; 

But, faith he, let ws ſay aiavas bere is World, yet Grotius gives 
very good reaſons why we ought 10 render the word thus, For whotn 
hemade the Worlds ; i.e. God made the World for tbe Meſtar, or 
with imention to ſubjef it to bin in the fullneſs of time. 


A. But 
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" A. But ſuppoſing it may be fo rendred, "yet there is no ſuch 
ſalvo for verſe 10. where it's ſaid of Chriſt, (as the Archbiſhop 
hath unanſwerably proved ) Thow, Lord, in the beginning haſt laid 
the foundation of the earth, &c. 

2. The Greek Phraſe, # aw?, is the. very ſame with what is 
aled, Fobn 1. 3. All things were made by bim ; where the ordina- 
ry Tranſlation is allowed ; and as far as the Phraſe will go, 'it 
may as properly be applied to our Savioar, - as the efficient, as 
the final Cauſe, 4. e: That the World was mage by him, as for 
him : And that it is here to be underſtood of the former, his 
Grace has ſhew'd. | 

2. The Apoltle, Col. 1. 16. ules theſe two diftintly, If aus 
by bim ; and «5 duny, for him. But to this our Author has ſome- 
what to. ſay. 

Eor the Archbiſhop having made ule of that place of St, Pax 
to confirm what he had betore produced out of St. Jobn, the 
Opponent thinks himſfelt bound in honour to attack him: But 
in his uſual way : For whereas his Grace had ſpent about twelve 
Pages in both his Sermons u-on the Explication of this Text, 
and in Anſwer to the moſt conſiderable Objection againſt it ; 
our Author r:plies, He wrgeth that Text. — H: obſerves moreover, 
That in the foregoing Verſe the Ld Chriſt is talled the Firſt-born of every 
creature. And be ſeeks to prove, I think be bas proved it, That Firſt-born 
bere is 4s muth 4s to ſay Heir or Lord of every creature. P, 51. b. 

A, He ſpeaks as coldly, as if he durſt not truſt his Reader 
with his Adverſary's Arguments, or ſo much as ſuggeſt for what 
reaſons or upon what grounds the Archbiſhop urged that Text. 
Only he grants, That when his Grace had ſhewed that by Firſt- 
born was principally meant an Heir, he foftly anſwers, 1 think he 
bas provedit. And it he has, he has ſo far wreſted none of the 
leatt of the Texts produced both by the Arians and Socinianr, 
oat of their hands. Arehb. p. 33, 34 

Bar he goes on, it | may call omitting fo, 

© I will omit, Toat the greater number of Criticks and more Learned 
6 Interpreters, of bis Grace's own Party, and among them. Athanalius 
© bimſelf, tranſlate and interpret that Text, not of real Creating, but of 
© the Modelling of all things. 

A. 1. 1 hope he will a4mit thoſe to be Criticks that are in the 
Critiei Sacri , or thoſe whom My. Pool has inſerted into his Sy- 
nopfis 3 but it we may pals a judgment upon the Learned I:,erpre- 
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ters by them, we ſhall be far from finding a Number, and T be. 
lieve it will be a Number. of one, if he will be fo favourable co 
as as toallow Grotizs to be one of his Grace's Porty. | 

As for Athansfius, 1 had the curiofity to conſult him (though 
it's too hard a Task to put upon his Reader to turn over two 
Folios to ſearch for a Quotation ) but could find no ſuch Expli- 
cation of the Apoſile, as he ſuggeſts. But on the contrary, from 
that place he ſhews that all things were created by him, and (o he 
could not be a Creature. So'in his "Ex2495 wnros, and his Synod. 
Nicene Deeret. 

A. 2. He faith he will omit this, that is, as I thought, give it 
up 3 but I find rather it is that he will not be obliged to defend 
it : He finds the Archbiſhop had made the Point of a Moral Creation 
a little too hot to be maintain'd; but being it's what he himſelf 
has a great liking to, he goes on to fay all he can ſay, in hopes 
his Reader may think as favourably of it as himſelf. But he comes 
off as to himſelf, as I ſaid, 1 will not infift on this Conceſſion. 

He therefore comes to another Retrenchment, and that is the 
Account given of it by St. Chryſoftom (as he will have it ) in the 
Opus , Who reads it thus z For bim were all things 
created, _So ſaith he, the Senſe is, all things were originally created by 
God for the Lord Chrift ; namely, to ſubje(? 1bem, in the fulneſ; of time, 
to bim, and bis Law. | 

A. As for what he ſaith of the Opus imperfetium of St. Chry- 
ſoftom, whoever was the Author of it, it's granted by the Learned 
that it is not St. Chryſoftom's. But let it be whoſe it will; 1 am 

etty confident that there is no ſuch Expoſition of that Phraſe 
in the Book (though it confifts of 54 Homilies.) And beſides the 
turning it over, | am confirm'd in it from what is ſaid there, 
Homil. 30, upon that, ho is my mother, &c. IT, who before the 
conflitution of the world, created the world, know no ſuch worldly Pa- 
rents, GC. 

Indeed this Verſion of f aww , for bim, is merely to ſerve the 
Hypotheſis that he is advancing. For when he can apply it to a 
Moral Creation, he admits it, as Fobn 1. 2, and fo it's neceflary 
to be underfiood here, v.20, dY ans, by bim 10 reconcile all things 
to bimſelf. | 

And according]y as theApoſtle begins,ſo he ends the Verſe with 
the ſame Phraſe z By bim were all things created ; and as one would 
think to prevent all cavil,uſesPhraſes as diſtin as the eflicient and 
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final cauſe, for fo he cloſes theVerſe, Al things were created by bim, 
and for bins \, by him, as the cflicient 3 and for bims, as the final 
cauſe. But here our Author would fain find out an evaſion, and 
that is by tranſlating &s ery, 10 bim; and then it ſhall be,. 41 
things were created for- his uſe, and to his ſervice. And if any one 
ſhould ask what is the difference ? he anſwers immediatly, that 
the latter,to his ſervice, is exegeticaland explanatory of the former, 
for bis uſe. 1 his, he (aith, is probably difign'd by the Greek, and yet he 
knows how (by a peculiarRule of Logick)tocrowd more into the 
Conclulion than is in the Premiſes, and out of what, in his own 
opinion, is but probable, to infer a neceſſity z for thus he concludes, 
the Greek word being probably d:fign'd as exegetical : Therefore the ſenſe 
of neceſſity is, for him, and to him, i.c. for bis uſe, and 10 bir ſervice. 
Juſt as if 1 fhould (ay, it's probable that he never read the Opus 
oops, that calls it St. Chryſoftom's 3 and therefore it's cer- 
tain he has not. Þ 

To conclude, Tho he would as to this Text fairly,if he can; get rid 
of this moral Creation, and Athanafiatt ſpiritual modeling of things, 
for a reaſon he knows z yet he is ſtill withinthe inchanted Circle 3 
for at the-laſt his probable Explication leaves him there and what 
was it elſe when he ſays, All things were originally created by God 
for the Lord Chrift, namely , to ſubje@ them in the fulneſs of time to 
bim, and bis Laws ? And how doth that differ from the modelling 
and changing all things in Heaven and Earth, to a new and better eſtate ? 
on the Earth, by aboliſhing Paganiſm, and 1dolatry, &c. and in Hea- 
ven, Angels and beavenly Powers being put under bis direGion, 8. as 
he tells us in the Column of thoſe things that are omirted. 

Laſtly, It's not probable that his is the juſt Explication of this 
place, and that for a Reaſcn or two. 


1. Becaaſe the Apoſlle diſcourſes this afterwards, v. 20. Hs- 
ving made peace through the blood of bis Croſs, by bim to reconcile all 
things to bimſelf 3 by bim, 1 ſay, whether they be things in earth, or 
things in heaven. 

For the clearer underſtanding of which, I ſhall take liberty to 
ſet before the Reader the connexion of a few Verſes. The Apo» 
ſile, v. 14. ſpeaking of our Saviour, in whom we bave redemption: 
throwgh bis blood, &c. proceeds to ſhew who this Redeemer was, 
and that in a two-fold capacity. Firſt, in reſpe& of his Divine 
Nature, who is the image of God, the firfl-born oy beir . of the wor an 
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creation: And then giyes the reaſon of ſuch his preheminence, 
and why he beſtows lo great aTitle upon himzan.that is v.16,17. 
For by him were all things ereated, &c, From thence he proceeds to 
diſcourſe of him as to his Human Nature, and the ſtation he is in, 
v.18. And beis the head of the body &c.And this dong. v.20.he returns 
to the point where he ſet torth.v. 14. And accordingly his Lord- 
ſhip's Explication is very caly and natural, p. 34. Who is the image 
of God, the heir. and Lord of the whole creation ; for by him all things 
were created. 

2. This Author's account of this place is not probable; for 
Chriſt's being the Head over all things, was not till his Death 
and Reſurrection, when his Mcdiatory Kingdom began z where- 
as our Author ſays, That all things were originally created by God for 
the Lord Chriſt ; and without doubt as for bi wſe and to bis ſervice, 
ſo for the adyantage of them that were under his government 
and direction. But what a v2tt (ovlitude was there, a Chaſm of 
4000 years before his Birth and Ecing ? and in what a condition 
was the whole World of Jntelligent Beings, till our Saviour s 
Reſurre&ion and Aſcenſion ? What Service could he challenge 
from them, when he himdelf lay in the Embrio of nothing? And 
what advantage could they have from him that was to come into 
the world for the Redemption of Mankind 4000, 3000, &e. 
years after ? Where was the Paganiſm and Idvlatry he in that dil- 
mallnterval aboliſhed ? Where th: Angels and H:avenly Powers that 
were put under bis diredion, and by him employed in drfence and ſuccor 
of the faithful ? What was it to thoſe unhappy fouls, born {© 
many ages before his time, under the Conſtellation of Paganiſm 
and Idolatry, that ſome thouſands or hundreds of years hence 
ſhould ariſe the Lord Chriſt, who #* the fulneſs of time w3s to be 
attually ſet above all Thrones and Dominions, &c. and in whom as in 
rent pm all tbings ſhould be wnited and confijt ? as our Author 
words it. 
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Of the Pre-exiſtence of our Saviour, 


Hat the Word deſcribed by St. Fabn had an Exiſtence be- 
fore his Incarnation, and his being born of the. Vitgin, 
was a. Concluſion his Grace inferred from the Phraſe, Tx be 
Beginning. Serm. 1. | 
This he confirmed by ſeveral Texts of Scripture, which he 
ranked under the two following Heads, Serm, 2. þ. $4. 


1. * Thuſe which expreſly aſſert the Son of God to have 
* been, and to have been in Heaven with God," and partaker 
* with him in his Glory, betore his lacarnation-and appeazance 
© in the World. 

2. * Thoſe which athrm that the Wotld -and all Creatures 
© were made by him. | 

Of the firſt fort are Foh. 3.13. 6.62. 8.38. 13.3. 16:27» 
17.5. 1 Fob. 1.4, in which it's aid of cuz; Saviour, that he 
came down from Heaven, was with God, was-before Abrabart 
that he had a Glory with the Father before the World 
Was. 

To thole which ſay our Saviour was in Heaven, and came down 
frim Heaven, our Author returns ſore general Anſwess, ( as for 
method's fake | ſhall confider them. ) 


Firſt, He anſwers in general, That theſe Texts, in their moſt literal 
ſenſe, amount to no more than this, that the Lord Chrift is # Meſſenger, 
really come forth from God to men. As much is true of every Pro- 
phet, and the very ſame is uſed concerning St. John Baptiſt, Job. 2.6. 
There was a man ſemt from God, whoſe name was John. 

Anſw. 1. It theſe Texts amount to no more than this, that the 
Lord Chriſt is a Meſſenger from God 7:0 men, then can no more be 
concluded from thence, than that he was no more a Prophet, 
and no more with God, and no- more ſent from God, than 
other Prophets, or than John the Baptift.. 

And it as much as this # true of every Prophet, then it may. be 
ſaid of every Prophet, and of FA the Baptift as well as our Sa- 

viour;, 
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viour, that he aſcended into Heaven, and came dgron from Heaven, 
and was with God, and had « Glory with bim before #heWorld was, 
ee. But where do we find the Scripture to exprels it (elf af- 
ter this manner of any but our Saviour, no not of Moſes, as 
much a Friend of God, and converſant with him, as he, is af- 
firmed to be? 

2. If theſe Texts amonnt to no more than this, that Chriſt is a 
Meſſenger from God to men, then how will our Author be able to 
make uſe of any pf theſe Texts for that new Dodtrine of theirs, 
concerning Chriſt's Aſcenſion into Heaven, before be begai bis 
Miniſtry 7 For if as nach is trug of every Prophet, then our Sa- 
viour no more aſcended than other Prophcts z; and then -what 
becomes of his expreſs proof for ſuch an Aſſertion ? 

Secondly, He anſwers again, How little theſe Texts are to bis 
Grace's purpoſe, would have been obvious to every Reader, if be bad 
ſet dewn ſome few of the many Texts which ſo plainly expound to uw 
what is meant thereby. Joh. 7. 28. I am not come of my ſelf. Joh. 
5. 43. 1 am come in my Father's name. Joh. 8.42, I came not of 
my ſelf, be ſent me. Joh. 7. 15. My doftrine is not mine, but bis that 

| me, CC. 

A. Theſe Texts would have not been to his Grace's purpoſe, if 
they prove no more than that our Saviour was a M:ſſenger ſent from 
God to men, and which is as true of every Prophet. For if our Savi- 
our no more came from God than other Prophets ( as far as 
theſe Texts will then fignify) he was no more pre-exiſtent than 
they. But theſe Texts are to bis purpoſe if they expyiſly ſay, that 
Chrift atzally came down from Heaven to declare the will of God to men 
(as our Author in the next Paragraph, forgetting himſelf, doth 
affirm.) For if that be allowed, then all the Difhculties bis Graet 
has urged againſt their imaginary DoQrine of our Saviour's Aſcer 
fion into-beaven, before bis Miniſtry, will returnupon them, and re 
quire an anſwer. 

As for what he adds from theſe latter Texts, * Would our Sx 
© yiour have ſaid he came from God, is ſent by God, to deliver 1 
* Do@trine which is not the Mefſenger's, if he had himſelf pre 
© tended to be God ? 

A. This, lam ſure is nothing to the purpoſe z for what 
is this to the Pre-exiftence of our Saviour , the preſent ſub- 
ze& of the Diſcourſe ? But however, what inconfiftence is thet 

this, for our Saviour to ſay, the Dottrine is not mine, but bis t 


£ the Pre-ev ; JPs "our $7 ” , 
ſent me , tho he himſelf be God , and partake of the ſame Na- 
ture with the Father, when he is the only begotten of the Fa- 
ther, and was alſo Man? Why is this any more inconſiſtent, 
than to have it ſaid, that he is God, and yet the Man Chrift 
Zeſus 3, that he was in the beginning with God , aud yet bornin 
the fulneſs of time ; that he knew all things, John 16. go. 21. 
17. and yct knew not the time or day of Fudgn: 113 ? Mark 13. 32, 
&: 


C. 

Theſe things are conſiſtent upon the Principles -of the -Or- 
thodox Or Trinitarians, that hold the Ford tobe God and 
Man 2] = not upon theirs that hold , that he is Man and 
not God, 


3. He anſwers again in general, That his Grace proponnded to- 
prove the Pre-exiſtence of our Saviour by the Texts that e ſoy our 
Lord Chrift aſcended into Heaven before be began bis Miniftry , and 
then came down from Heaven to declare the Will of God to Men. That 
is , be propounds to prove the T rinitarian Dodtrine, but really proves 
the Dodrine of the Unitarians. 


A. 1. If this be ſo, his Grace was/mightily miſtaken, to at- 
tempt the proof of this Point by ſuch Texts as exprefly ſey the 
contrary. A great and incxcuſable over-fight, it it were true. 
But whiere are thoſe Texts that expreſy ſay, that our Saviour ſ- 
cended into. Heaven before bis Miniftry ? "It was « prejudice- Socjans 
would infuſe into his Reader, that there'is but that one Text 
of St. Jobn 1. to prove the Pre-exiſtence of our Saviour before 
his- Incarnation, which the Archbiſhop has diſproved, p. $r. 
But here it holds; for his Texts. that he faith expreſſy prove what 
he aſſerts, (brink all into one, vis. No mon bath aſcended into Hea» 
ven, but be that came down from Heaven. | 

2. Where. is it expreſly ſaid in that, or any other Text, that 
our Saviour aſcended into Heaven before bis Miniftry ? It is not fo 
expreſly ſaid , That our Saviour aſcended into Heaven , but that 
Servetns underſiood it Spiritxally , and faith that it was fo ex- 
preſs'd, becanſe bis Spirit was from the beginning in Heaven , and 
that bis words were ly. But it's 'neither there , nor. any 
where expreſly ſaid, That our Saviour aſcended into Heaven be- 
fore bis Miniftry , and then came down from Heaven to declare the 
Will of God to Men. That is wholly a Fiction of a Caſe, as his 
* G Lordſhip 
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2. 93, Oc, 


oy the Pre-exeſtence of our Catvionr, 

Lordſhip has ſufficiently proved. Our Author, indeed , would 
repreſent it, 'as if his Grace:had only found fax/t with them. for 
this'their Opinion ;z and: after the having beſtowed a few hard 
words upon it, and call'd it an Arbitrary and Precarions Suppoſi- 


Son, (tho he himſelf waderfrands the Text in' 8 literal Senſe) ſhould 


.thengjve'itvp. 

But that this is « Fiftion-of their own, 1 .may ſay again, his 
Lordſhip has ſufficiently proved ; and fo much the more reaſon 
have now to fay if, as. his Advcrſary has not dared fo much 
as to 'tzke to task any- one Argument or .Paragraph relating 


0 it. For with what ſixength doth his Grace argue againtt 


it from the exa&t Hiſtory of our Savioxr's Life , from the im- 
portarice of the matter (if truc), from the Silence of the Evan- 
galifts, and efpecially of St. Jahn? How doth he azgue againſt 
«from \the Weakneſs of the Socinian attempts to. prove it, and 
for which in eff. & 1hey bave n«thing to ſay? How from the in- 
conſiſtency 'of it with Scripture? and that whereas St. Jobn 
MGaith, The Word was in the beginning, and then was made Fleſh : 
They ſay, That he was brit made Fly, and-then a great while 
after was in the beginning with God. How, lafily, doth he ar- 
gue” from-ithe' Ciſagreement in the ſeveral parts of this-their 
Interpretation ; as it may be worth the Reader's while himſelf 
to obſerve * ? 

Al this our Author has,pradently paſs'd over; but that he 
may ſeem ro fay ſomething ,"and haye 2 fair- opportunity to 
Gamplement where che »wantsia Reply z he forms a Queſtion 
for his 'Grace, (fort it's a Charge, and not a Queſtion, Areb- 
biſhop, p. 94, 93-) He demands, faith hc, when did this Aſcenſion 
of our 'S aviiur into Heaven bappen ? His Grace had indeed charged 
it apon them, that they themſelves cannot agree preciſely when ; 
and without doubt he wanted a fair account of it. But ourAuthor 
imifortunately pitches upon that time for it, which his Adver- 
fary had beforchand- prevented, For thus heanſwers, $r. John 
bath reſolved this Queſtion in thiſe words of bis Goſpel, [ in the be- 

ing the Word was with God | i. c. in vhe beginning of bis 
nifty , juſt before be enter'd thereon; the Lord Chriſt was with 
God by aſcending (as bimiſelf expreſly and »ften ſaith) into Heaven. 
This Account of it is very preciſe, But to this his Grace had alrea- 
dy made two Exceptions. 


1. That 
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1, That this is not conliſtent with their own Explication- of 
the Phraſe, in the beginning, that is to ſay, when the Goſpel firſt 
began to be publiſhed z which was by Authority from him 
(be baving aſcended into Heaven, and came from thence ta declare the 
Will of God to men, as our Author ſaith) but that was not began 
to be publiſhed, till after he had been with God' ( in their 
ſenſe.) And therefore if the Ford was at all with the Father, 


as to aſcend from Earth to Heaven, it muſt not have been in the. 


beginning, but before the beginning. 

2, He ſheweth, this is not reconciliable to: another Opinion 
of theirs, which is, that Chriſt was not God but- by Office 
and Divine Conſtitution , and that he was not ſo conltituted: 
and declared till after his Refureion, and his being advanced 
to the right hand of God ; but if in the beginning, is in'the 
beginning of the Goſpel-ſtate, them the Word: was God: in» the 
ſame beginning that he was with God,' and fo muſt be: God 
by Office, before he enter'd upon his Office of Publick- Mini+ 
ſiry, and conſequently long betore his Reſurrection. - Bat if he 
was (o conſtituted not till after his Reſurre&ion , he was' not 
God in their ſenſe of the beginning, and/ſo conſequently was not 
with God, nor did aſcend into Heaven before be began;bis Minittry. 
So that there is no manner of proof, either for the Matter; or 
the time of this Legendary Dodtrine of theirs; concerning} oue 
Saviour's Aſcenfion into Heaven before be began his Miniſtry, if 
the aforeſaid Arguments nold good. | 

But that which-our Author prefſes moſt, ( withoat regard» 
ing the Arguments againſt it )" is the liters! ſenſe of the Phraſe, 
No man bn aſcended, &c. in which, he ſaith,. the Archbiſhop 
doth underſiznd it. But this is no more true- that his Grace (0 
underſtands it, than that it's expreſly and often ſaid in Sevipture; 
that our Saviour aſcended into Heaven befhre: his Miniſtry; ( 8 
our Author affirms ) unleſs it be when his Grace undertakes to 
prove that ſuch an Aſcenſion never was. 

But ſuppoſing it were literzlly to be underftood, yet will it 
not ſerve their purpoſe, For then, according to the letter of 
it, ouc Saviour mult have come'down from Heaven before he 
aſcended thither. If it had been worded, that no mar bath cone 
down from He:aven, but be that hath aſcendjd into Heaven, then ' ht 
would have aſcended firſt, and after that have deſcended : Burt 
when it's ſaid, No man bath aſeend:d into Heaven, but be that came 
G 2 down 
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down from Heaven, (if the 'manner of ſpeaking is to_ be our 
Guide ) then he malt have came down before he aſcended, af- 
ter the way the Apoſile ſpeaks,  Epheſ. 4. 9, 10. Now that be 
aſcended, what i it, but that be alſo deſcended firſt, 8&c. 

I ſay, the order of Words then (bews, that his Deſcent muſt 
have been before his Aſcenſion ; which is diametrically oppoſite 
to the Socinian Hypothelis, and is not to be accommodated but 
by the Orthodox ſenſe of it, viz. that he that in the Beginning 
was with God, and had a Glory with the Father before the 
World was, in the fulnefs of time was made Fliſh, and came 
down from Heaven, to falffi and dechre the Will of God to 
men. And then it orderly follows, No man hith fo aſcended 
into Heaven, and no man hath been there to underſtand the 
Will of the Father, bat he that ficſt came down from Heaven, 
and is in duc time to aſcend thither ; as if he hid id, ( to 
tranſcribe the Paraphraſe of a very learned perſon ) from me 
alone are theſe things t0 be learned, for ne can go up ta Heaven to 
fetch the knowledge of them from thence, but I came down from Heaven 

" Lightf. to reveal the Will of God *," &c. 
Third Part © The ſecond fort of Texts which {peak of our Saviour's Ex- 
of the tence before his Incarnation, are theſe, Father glorify thow me 
Harm, ® with thine own ſelf, with the glory which 1 bod with thee before the 
p World was, John 17.5, And before Abraham: was, I am, &c. 
John 8. 58. bY... 

To the firſt our Author replies, that according to St. Auſtin 
and Grotixs, this is to be undertiood of God's Decree, after this 
manner, Lez me now analy receive that glory with they ſelf, which 

yy Ihbad with thee in thy Decree and Prerpoſe before the World was, And 
if we may takehis word, he faith, that he has ſwfficiently con- 
firmed this Interpretation in the Second Edition of his Brief Hi 
as Of 47 ar are 0 
very ſcaſonably refers us .to-his Second Eition, (which 1 
have not ſeen) for in the firſt it exceedingly wants ſome Con- 
firmation. All that he has to ſay. there, is, that we-in Scrip- 
ture are ſometimes faid to-bave that which we bave in God"; 
Decree. - From whence he infers , Therefore ſo alſo-we may wnder- 
Sand, that Chrift bad Glory before the World was. An inference 
very cautiouſly worded, Therefore we may nnderftand, &c, And it 
was not without reaſon, as | ſhall immediately ſhew, 


A. 1, 


bd . : : 


A. 1. 1 grant that the Scripture doth often” repreſent things 
af;er this manner, fo that that which is to be hereafter, is 
ſpok-'n of as if it was aRually preſent and exiſtent, as Tſaiab 53. 
3» H: is deſpiſed and rejefied of men. And in like manner we arc 
reputed to have that which we have. by promile, as in the 
place he quotes, 2 Cor, 5. 1. We bave a bwilding of Gcd, '&c. 
But then as D-crees and Promiſes do in the nature of them 
reſpeRt the future, ſo-there muſt be ſome reaſon for this man- 
ner of ſpeaking, which without ſach reaſon would be abſurd, 
| Nox, the reaſon of ſach Forms of Speech, is to repreſent the 

certainty of the thing, that it being thus appointed and pro- 
miſed by Almighty God, it ſhall as certainly be fulfilled in its 
ſcaſon , as if it was now actually preſent. But ſet afide ſuch 
Reaſon, and ſuch Forms of Speech will be abſurd z as for Ex- 
ample, if ] (ſhould fay, all Generations that ſhall be to the Worlds : 
end are now in being , and have bcen cver fince the World 
was. But there is no ſach- reaſon for ſuch an Interpretation here, 
for this reſpe&s the time paſt. 

2, Tho we ſhould be faid to have that which we are decreed 
to have, yet we cannot be ſaid to have it before the World was 1. 
as for inſtance, we cannot be (aid to' have « building of God be» 
fore the World was z for that is to have it before we were. 
We may be ſaid by the foreſaid Prophetical Scheme of Speech 
to have what we that are in being, ſhall have in its 
time3.. but we are not ſaid to have it, or to have bad it o 
the Foundation of the World, God indeed may be aid to give 
before the World , by virtue of his Decrce and Intention fo to 
do, becauſe he always was, is, and eves will be; and. to him 
all things are preſent in their Cauſes,” over which he has an. 
abſolute Power. - But tho we may be fſaid.to have, with -re- 
ſpcR-to the time to come, as well as preſent (in the Caſes afore+ 
ſaid ) yet we cannot properly be, nor arc in Seripture fald to 
bave. it befoxe the World was, becaaſe we are born in the 


= 
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World. Thus God may be ſaid to give us Grace or Salva-- 


tion before the World began”, in.the place he cites, 2 Tim. 1 
9. but we are not faid to beve a. building, of God before the 
world was. And ſo when it's ſaid, Father, glorify me with thine 


own ſelf, with the glory which I bad with thee before the world- 


ws 4.45 it doth ſuppoſe our Saviour to have been in > j 
apd 19 have had a Glory with the Father before the World, 
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Ao he cannot be ſaid to have it in Decree before the World 
Was. | 

3. And that the words are not capable of ſuch an Interpre- 
tation will further appear from the Phraſe, with thee, which 
anſwers to that which went before, with thine own ſelf; and if 
the latter doth ſignify the aQaal Enjoyment of that Glory, then 
fo doth the former. Indeed , the Phraſe with thine own-ſelf , 
and with thee, (for they arc both one) doth ſuppoſe the Perſon 
that is with God to be in being. As it was when God is (aid 
to be the God of Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob; thereby is implicd, 
that thoſe Holy Patriarchs are alive, according to our Saviour's 
reaſoning, God is not the God of the dead, but of the living, Matth. 
22.32. And if to be the God of Abrabam, did imply that 4bra- 
bam was in being; then ſurely, if it had bcen ſaid of Abraham, 
that he was with God, It muſt alſo imply that Abraham aQu- 
ally was. For he could no more be faid to be with God, and 
not be; than God could be faid to be bir God, and he not 
alive. 

And accordingly it might as well be ſaid of Abraham, that 
God was bis God in Decree and Intention, as Abrabam might 
be ſaid-to be with God, 'and yet be no otherwiſe ſo than in God's 
Decree; So abſurd is if, with our Author, to allow our Savi- 
our to have had no-Being before the World was, and yet to 
fay he'was with God before the World, which is in the ſame 
breath to ſay he was not, and yet he was. A difficulty our Au- 
thor, with thoſe he: follows, found to be fo great , that they 
choſe rather to give a new interpretation of the Phraſe, in the 
begining; John 1. 1. (as has been before ſhew'd) and foto al- 
low the Word to lfave then been aQually with God; rather than 
to maintain, as ſome others before did, that the Ford was with 
God in his Decree, contrary tothe plain and evident meaning of 
that Phraſe... a+ 

4: 1 may add, If the ſenſe of this Prayer of our Saviour is, 
Father, glorify me with rbine own ſelf, with the glory which I bad 
with" thee in thy Decree and Promiſe before the world was; then 
(according to what our Saviour faith, ver. 22. The glory which 
thou baſt given me, I bave giver them, the like Glory being promiſed 
to and decreed for all the Faithful) every good man may uſe 
the' fame Preyer with our Saviour, and ſay , Father, lorify 
me with thine onwn-ſuf, with the glory which Thad with thee before the 
World 
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World war. But 1: Ft St. ,( who'our Author ſaith 
wasfor this decvetal fonſe ) would not to do fo. 

I confcfs.I have done morethan fa fivictnels Fwis obliged to, 
whenhe refers us to another Book of this, and to' enother Edi- 
tion of that Book ; but I am apt to think this Anſwer will 
ſerve for ether Meridian. 


The ſecond" Text produced by the 4rebbifhup 
B-fme Abrabam was, | om: cel bythe £B | 
© ( aith- his Grace ) is, That he had 'n real Exiſtence before 
© Abrabam was aQually i in Being, p.'$6, | 
But on the cuntrary, the Socinian; fay, That he ws Sefore 
Abrabam was, in the Divine Foreknowledgeand Deerce, This | 
his-Lordſhip took to task, and ſhewed, + £ 
That this is nothing but what t have been ſaid of "any. 
© 0thes man, and evenof Arabamhi z- and that ont Saviour 
« © had then no preference or advantage ahouy Abroabam, And 
then argues from the words F am, as the proper Natne'of Gof, 
whereby is ſignified the Erernal Dyration and ben of 
bis B.ing- Which he conhrins by ſeveral 
To this our Author has nothing toireply; | 
nuate as if his Grace had only propoſed the place, without any 
manner of Proof; for after this-ridiculous manner dothhe re- 
preſent it : His Grace will tiev bear of this [about the Decree J; 
we cannot belp it ; but we hnow REST 
aground of bis Interpretation of this Text, that was {net 
only in God's Decree, but ) in allual 
Abraham bus that i is the Point wbich bis yes pda Prove, not #0 * 
Suppiſe as @ ground of Interpretation. This n writes, 1 per- $ 
ceive, for a Party, .and preſumes his R ers will never conſult 
the Books he pretends to anſwer ; for elihe » would naqt'fo\bold. ' 
ly venture thus to impoſe upon theworld, and to teſt us that'his - 
Grace only ſuppeſes, but does not prove what he propoſes 3' and 
accordingly he himſelf flips over the Argument, and runs'Frong 
it as far as he can. 
2, He yeplics, Here again Imnſft mind bis Grace, that none of bis - 
47; in their urmot flrerch, run-bigher than Artianiſm. 
A. Proofs : He hould have cell's thema Sappeſiniour, if he had © 
not forgot himſelf. 
But what if thoſe Prefs run no higher then Arianifm ? they are* 
lufkcient ; For all his Gray was under any obligation at this-- 
time < 
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time to-prove, was our Saviour's Pre-exiftence, againſt the $%- 
cinianr, Serm 11.p- 56, &e. ( having in his former Sermon main- 
tained the Point, of our Saviour's Deity , againſt the Ari- 
anr, &c.) And if he has proved that, hc has gained the Point 1 
under Conſideration. 

All that our Author has further to ſay, is, To give us his * 
Qpinion of this Text over and over, and uſhers it in with a 
Ma | Authority : But if we can, Jet us make both Arians and 
Trinitarians ſenſible what is the meaning of theſe words, Before 4bra- 
bem wor, I am, from the Circumitances and Context. 

But if I may not too much incur his diſpleaſure, by laying | 
aſide his Suppoſals for the preſent, 1 will venture to propole 


'the Cale as the Evangeliſt relates it, and then dilcouxſe with him 


it, 
 - Va. 48. Qur Saviour replied upon the Jews, Towr Father 
Abraham rejoiced to ſee my dayy and be ſaw it and was glad.. To! 
this they captiouſly objeRt, Thox ort not yet fifty years old, and baſt 
thox ſeen Abroabem ? That is, Was't thou coexitient wich him, 
and born in' his time, who has been fo long dead? Whom 
makeſt thou thy (elf ? ver. 52, 53+] To this our Saviour an« 
ſwers, Verily, verily, F ſay mato you, Before Abrabam was, 1 am. 
Which Text, according to our Author, is elliptical and imper: 
fet, and wants ſomewhat to ſupply it : Which he. thus a 
cermpes, I was long before Abraham's ime in the deerees and promiſes 
f 


Now ſuppoſing it ſo to be, Why muſt it thus be ſupplied 
O, faith he, it cannot be true in any other ſenſe, being ſpoken of « ſe 
ond dependant of Abraham. 

ig that to be ſpoke of ſuch a one, why may it not 
well fall upon che former as latter part of the Clauſe, and fo t 
read, Before Abrebam was the Father of the Gentiles, ( fignifie 
in Iſaac) Tam, or I was in the world? %. 

Or why may it not be ſaid, Bcſore Abrobeam was, 1 was 
being ? For though our Saviour was a Deſcendant of 4 
bam according to the Fleſh, yet he was the begotten Son « 
God (as none of Abrabem's Poſtcrity was) that was in the | 
ginning, and before the World with God;z and fo he mig 

erally ſay before Xbrahom was, I x4 or am. 


Bar luppoing we ade his Expli that before Abral 
wes, 1 was in God « decree. AIIE: Crghrr | 


. *s. 
. - 4 


iead of 

vb g! %s 
LEY COUT Head the chin EA. 
Gtac's Tow wrath Proeefins aud Doin ws; 


»# } 


& 
* a ©6 
EY 


4- 
th 


- PN =; 4 " " +a 
«+ : 7 * R -—— a - 
. , 

" : . £ 

? ': You. 

' - 4, - % 4 

i by $ v4. ST -- V; I* o '4 
- kT, = a o ” 

&* KI - 4 þ..\ & 2 4 . 4 


; - 

i ny OLD ed x5 _ 
tory a optnogys : 1%" | 
. wo | A, '*$ 4 4 '£ 
42 p —— S. Is 

Ges : i - 4 3 { L TP 
| pf 33: % 7 AR NC ep 
\ Sh; & .* . £ ' 


D * 4 
? 


© yd 4 ad ot 
ES Ads es 
4 


Edd NE EA oh 
” 2 


» 


ebage» F* M7; £45. 
| pork ny 


wth + 


bl . 
Fram FI 
EC TH 


” | 
_ - C 
496 WAS - _ | 
"of moat ITY, A+ 42, 
: - 


-<  ] 
. 4 i ad 4 ., oy 
/ : on © bl : 


bus cxpounds 
m7 
1c Thi Wadef Li, hat i" he Gr A 
:. Erna! fe. the italy de 


, IS 3 p 
as . 
Rl 2 0 ”” f re 
#7, 


; F + ——_ ws fi x 
= y. my © 

4.4 oy, &k | 
- | 3 G 


7 

. þ > tha 

X Lo 
0 


mw VP MR 
CVE 3 m__ F Fa # © , 


3% 2 = 0 


#* 47 _ 
A - 
- = 
q 


«0 


Vu ws 


Iv oth 

»..44 '& Ag + hd, Faw 14, . .- 
abate wor ned ne. 
12 xt i 4% - | wg 
"eddy epic gr rapes 


hp Con if mofe is not to be givarte Chrifhat 


then 


will by all cieansheve this Chargg'of 


« "4 
# IF. 
. IN \ 
Hs : 
—_ ' 4 
a pu 
ICT 5 

e- 

# + 


ors &.a5 "to. | $3, | 
"Quir- gel 


"i | Bd *\+ vn ey 9. we z3 4% 


| "Y þ 
; 4bv7 NE gs 


, - hon 


NS * Is 


—Y yy ways of -£: 


DE ag 
| iny, is wor this 4. C—_ 6%; 
_ l.,”; 
ms Af and | 

wee 


give ty'® Chew > 5 bh 
—_ Divine 4 7 q" 
- - ac 


2 a 3 "UI" mer artery 


ito give him Divinc Deen 2 
F\ Second. l Abliwiity his Grow changes 
them, is a Plagalicy of Sa 
5; 4 Cregtnre:God, 6 _—. Tnftirenion, 
tag roy waged Wat h oy piody put dl 
yetly, that the Lord Chtift is. # Ged by Repreſtmation 1. 
And then ficals off with, Let bis a_ 
"That the Lord Chriſt is not « God in-thefe ſenſes. 
A, This is mach as if whenchargedorith [dolarcy for 
{ag Sages if « mere Man, he ſhould fay, Wi 
vin peſbvdy chat Cheri ba Man For 
ough he ea es bes Mhiryerke Wong That: 
Chrift, if no more -than« Man, is not to be with 
:Divine Honour. So tho he ſhould not-deny Chriſt to BexGad 
by Repreſent at:0n and Office, yet he aifirms that one who is fo and- 
— cannot be the True God, nor beworſhipped as God; 
that would cſiabliſh a Plurality of. Gods. Burt his Groce- 
on 
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He faith, That the knowledge our Savicar bath either. of on 
1, is only by Revelation from God 1, and/hia Power is 
giving. , - Wa © uy | 
KRowvanifts (ay, That the Saints have their Knowledy 
r ſtate, either by Feevelation, or ae Trintatis, ine 
f | 


I 


Glaſs of the Tri rc el eo 
| hip given to Chriſt is nottif 
£ | v0) Churchof R ome hath theig 
HEMI: which: they give to God 3 and 
they give toSaints. - : 
Fs 4. 


Modeſty as well as Trach 
there is In what.his then abforece: thee indicate 
themſelves in this Point any other way, than what will in # great mea- 
Sure acquis both the Pagans and the Papiſts from the Charge of 1do- 
larry. | | A | 


Anſwer. Here our Author oyer-rum xc Point, when. 


ſhe perineal . of a Soul ,& 
{ Bs en ewve Fine fr nilange 
' World. full of: the Diths its yrs 
| tween Soul and Body, that | is, Sp 

two-extreams, and (0 incommen/zrate. z 43nd, yct.;nc 


ag: are; aot only.vitally mo. m 1nd pc. wrath 


< . ey" wi JV > 
Of the Incamnittion ' of our Saviokr. 
Naturer and Properties, as his Grace-obſcrves. Under which No- 
tion, the perſonal Union between 'two ſuch angqualy is 4s difh- 
cult to conceive (were 'it not that we are ſurt that's) as the 
perſonal Union between thedivine and humane Natures i in our 
Saviour. - 
But 'our Author purſues his Point., For, faith he, 
The perſonal Union of God to Man is between Finite an# 1n- 
finite; which camot be withant admitting one of thiſe thinge 3 Either 
that Finite and Infinite are Commenſwrate ; which every one knows is 
es Or, that the Finite is united only to ſome part of the Infinite, 
from the reſt of "it 5 which all Trinitartans Zeny and 
prrdly z' becauſe if fo, Jeſus OP non be perfe} God, but on- 
God 
ſas By this way of arguing our Author may as well un- 
to prove,” that there is\no ſuch a 0:p ha AS a $ 2.x onal Uni- 
on between the Soul and Body , For ined 
one of theſe two things 3 fred that Soul jr {ve 


_ <y are wrote antl-equal, and alike extended, which ,every 
al his =O and arc wired as to ſome 
| pore only, reſt, yr: pete a Spirit to 
make macctial. tmore ger if his Argument be true, 


Sr het 22 be Do AT Tholen betwim the Yogt ang 
; fach'diftant extremes ? Sothat you may as ſoon! *expedt 
impalpable Air,ſhould, be united to a'Thander- 


that the ſoft 
"bolt, or a thought'to a as that there can 
; be's Ukddn Velweek ZE rin be and unequal, 


But if notwithſtanding ſuch con- 


a be tiled in one Perſon. | 
way he may go on and prove that In- 
Ee of of the Divine Nature ; and that it's im- 
ſhould be every Where, and Effentially pine, 
if ir be) has a rclation to place, that is, 
DP tot a m_ © ke) in _ widow 
"© two things, that Finite and Infinite | int- 
meniiey) are Communſurate, which every one knows is falſe: Or, 
that the Finit e {place] has a relation to fome/part of the In- 
| disjoy _ reſt of it z and o the Divine 
#Eſence is partible x and diy which all deny : The Difficulty 
We 


07th f our Sdvious." 
we ce. preſſes As _—_ ——4 he Reef Union of Soul and 
Body, and God's Immeality, as uppn.the. Union of the Divine: 
and Humane Natures in cur.Savious 3 and which be maſt _de- 
ny, or give up; his Argument, 

indeed it is not for us to talk Mecaphyſically of the Divine 
Nature,. till we underſtand our own;; nor of the Nature, Kinds 
and Modes in higher matters,” till we underſtand the _ 
nexion and Union of parts in a pebble or a bubble ; 
ſuch an. Attempt: werwn our ſelves into Herefie, a dangerous _—_y 
inevitable Nao as our Author zepreſents che Caſe ; or-into his 
downright 4 of —_——_ Underſtandings, or Per- 
ſons, by ys ave of one of t 

Except, 2. The Union of Soul and Body may be perſonal, that is, 

may conſtitute or makg one Perſon : ls wt ho is not the Union of two 

Poſwnis nl of au Perſon (the Soml) $0 4 thing which is other» 
ways without Life, Reaſon, Memory, or Pree-Will == Butja the ( pre- 
rended) Union of God with Man, there are two diſtinit, and very dif- 


which we are arguin 

pogo 4 deny th: that two Lives, or two erwoean 
two Free- Wills, do neceſſarily make two different. Perſons os 
Beings, when here is' a Subordination. between them.z. for 
then t they axepavet their Denomination or Tide from Su; x2me-, 
As we uſually ſay there are three ſorts of: Life, Vegetation. in, 
Plants, Animality in Brutes, and Rationality in,men ; _uy 
if one of _ theſe is alone , that gives Denomination tg it, 
as a Plant is called a Vegetable, , But when. the the Vegrratiye þ 

is united to, the Animal , it loſes, that CharaRex,, and 
aac then is Called an Animal, and is © ale, as if 
there was no Pcinciple in it of Vegetation. And the 1 
(though there, be Vegetation and Animality)- is fo called, as if 
there was no Vegetation or Animalit hat is, when there 
are ſeveral Powers one in Subordination to another, they make. 


not ſeyeral Fear as they would do if. alone), but ds $u- 


pream gives the ination to the whole. 
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i), DE 'E T1475! "of our $aviowr. 

"And thus it is in the Calc before us, whiere there are two 
Natures, the Divine 2nd Humane ; two Lives, the Immortal and 
Mortal; two Undetſtundings; an Infidixe and aLimired ; two 
Wills ; and yet not two Perſons: becauſe the Binderſtanding 
ahd Wiltof the' Inferior” (the Humane Nature) is ſabordinate 
to the'Superiof (chic Divine) arid fo the Perfon: is as much one, 
as if there hat been' but” one Nature, one Life, one Under- 
ſtending, and'one Will. | | 

' As'to ouf Author's —_ Apolinarixe, Neftorins, and Ex- 
rycher, (were 1 diſpoſed to'make Excurfions) 1 could prefent him 
with the Rhapſody and Bebrole - of the Opinions of thoſe he 
calls Unitarians, from Cerinthwfarid Ebion downward to Soringr, 
aod of *the Vivlerices and! Outrages of: the Arions againſt the 
Photiritatty arid'Orthodox z #nd of theRancour of the Photinianz 
pit che Ariuny and Orthodox : but that F hall refer to a 
rmiote) proper oecafion. = 4s 


*. © Tis 4 thing incoi , #iid much'bencath the 

6 iy of the Sor of OE oked to Humane Nature. 
© this tits Gygee makts « large Reply, and among other 

& faith? © The Tbwer any —_— 


y thai Godieſs, And he concludes, Theryfive mweh 11fs is it to 


poſed #4, than of «Wiſe mai. 

no farther Animadverſion; the Impicty of it is a 
ſafficient +1," | 
Ohjed. Jo * Incarnation is not neceſſary, faith he. For 


our 


UMI 


0f  Hicalnarion of dur Saviour, 
* our Oppoſers grent'this, that the rdew of Sin wight have 
© been! offet'd, ro mankind” by » Prophiet n-tho meme of God g 
©ſo that there wasno apparent cogent Necefity, po extreor- 
© dinary and indifperifable cauſe for it z and f© mui be allow- 
© ed ant anaccountable, cauſcie(s Debaſemend of the Divine Ma- 

* jefty'y #nd* ſeeing no ſuch cauſe is afligned, ſairhhe, we have 
© teave to believe it never was. 

A. The Objetivn - is of our Author's: own forming z and 
there' are two Uſes he makes of his Adverfary's Conceſſion 
(which for thepreſent we will take a5 he'reprokents ie, 

1, That if there was no apparent cogens- Neceſſity, no 
ſable canſe for the Ineamation, it mult © bean ancewntteble and 
cauſeleſ; Debaſement. 

2. Secing no ſuch cauſe is aſligned, therefore they bove rew- 
ſon t5 belive it never was, 

As to the Firſt, it's « groſs Miſtake 3 for'there may be a 

ood and- ſafficient cauſe for that, which there is no Cogent and/ 
Frdifpenſabte, 2nd much more no Apparem necefity for: He tcls 


us, That the Goſpet'and of - Sim might have been offer d tv 
Munkind by ne A name of God, ndP of rok Ads 
Apparent and Cogent 's Hcornarior And ſure- 
ly if che'offering Pardon \Prph war ſcien , there was no 
Apparent, Cogent, and i Neceſficy for Chrift's: —_ 
into the World ; and ther (according to our Author's 


arguing) Chrift's c into. the te Wang & #8 prabflary Sy 
and cauſtleſr, os'he would have his Micarriation to be 

2. ' As to the Second ; © Secing 'no' ſbeh cauſes is. affigned, 
© therefore the Sory of God wes never Atarnate! ; 

A. 1 anſwer, By this way of arguing, Chrift wes never Cru- 
tified, any more than he was Incarnate. For if there wes no 
Iadiſpebſable cauſe for it, it might hive beery omitred. 3 and 
there was-n0 Indiſpenſable cauſe tor it, where 'the Teathing of 
Prophet was ſufficient. And without” #rf {able camſe, ouy 
Author has taught. us The Wiſdows of God not ftop to ſuch 
o Humiliation 3 And conſequently, our 'Savivur was no more 
Cruciticd than he wif Incarnate, if our Author argies righe. ' 

Under the covert of this Objtion; onr "Authors rakes to 
. Tasle the Reaſons which tis Grave offers for our Saviotir's 
Incamate z and excepting the caſt of Myſteries (which: I 
reſerve for another phe: our Author frantes one general 
Anſwer to them all, viz. That 


"-of: the Tycarnation of...qur 


. - * That theſe Coſmas do not prove t c 0659 
e of Auguſtus. 4 for they were mu Cn the Time 
by , than of Auguſtus. For'in the 2 hry a9 propound only 
to reclains Men from their [dolatries, Errors and Impietizs 3, butt if be 
had' been incarnate in the. Age of . Adam be bad prevented ther. 
And-if theſe are good Arguments, *tis Marally impoſſible, either that 
there was in the Age of Auguſtus, or, ever ſhall be an Incarnation, He 
concludes, I think, I may ſay, this is an accarate and juſt Reaſoning - 
# being founded on this Maxim of common Prudence, that what was 
more expedient 10 be done at firſt than afterwards, would bave been 
a for avg all expedient 10 be done. 
en of Chriſt's Incarnation, viz. The 
Rh mo" om their Hdolatrier, Errors and Impieties, 
are the Ap with the Wood for Chriſt's coming into 'the 
World : And where the Reaſons are the ſame, they are to be 
tryed in the fame way. Let us therefore put Chriſt*c coming in» 
to the Warld, into the- room of his being Incarnate 3 and we ſhall 
had it 6 requiſite (if our Author's Argument be of any force) 
have come into the World. from the beginning, as 
tat he hu hve ben cn row he beginnings and 2s 
he ſhould have heen born inthe. Age of Au- 
= as that he ſhould have been Incatuate in his time.. For 
theſe - Reaſotts were much mare forcible in the Age of Adam than of 
nynos.”: For by ſo late a Nativity as #be Age of Auguſtus, God 
could . propound only to reclaim Men from their Idolatries,” 8c. but 
ty eg eas by the very time of eo he had. prevented the 
| 4000 Years. — - if theſe . be . good Argamenss for 
Chrid's elk Þ , citber that there was in the 
kt e of - Augulius, or ke 6 there ever ſhall be a Saviour born into the 


The fame Argument will alſo affe& the Goſpel, and make 
jt neceffary, that.it ſhould have been as completely publiſhed 
in the Age of Adew as of :; 

"This is a home-Charge- ed, a charge of a great Over- 
' fight and negle@t in Almighty God,for w__ ſeems, of attending 
® o Mem comarn Folens, os Off doing whot was more 


> ah (rad MA according to 
by. Chrift was miſ- 
the fulneſs of time for it was in the Age of Adam, 


of Augufizs, This he accounts acarete and juſt Rea- 
© . *ooning; 


Of the Incarnation” of” our Saviour: 
foning 3; and 1 ſappoſe the next News we hear, will be Amend- 
ments upon the Goſpel 3, and a Set of Chronological Tables 
ro ,reCtihe us in theſe Matters. And to that work I leave him, 

"For I ſupp6ſe he wilt not"exyet from his Adverfarics, that 
they ſhould prove to him, that the time of Augnitur was bet- 
ter than that'of Adam, for our Lord's appearance-in the World , 
or to 9 him the Reaſons, why Almighty God choſe the 

img Auguftus for the Nativity of our Sivibur, and 'the pub- 
'S, che Goſpel by him, _ thay: the time f Adans 


—_— 


VI — 


A: Vindication of the: Lord Biſhop - of Worceſter's Ser. 
mon" concerning: The My eries of 2 Chriſtian 
Faith, ' from: th Exceptions made againſtit, by the Au- 
thar of che Conſiderations on the Expli rions of rhe 
DoRrine of the © OT | 


- upon a Noble Arg ) Dn, bx him 
a fair occafion KS. brett two different 
Hypotheſes conc Salvat 
Chriſt, "od ſhewing DEE ents 
_ ming our .m.our ftead, to the te 
di” ee ann 


—_ at Tye heh Wards \.4s it 
FEES "Nw Tin fe ter 
mY int [4 wit 
the Charatters of theſe Rama Rook woun why rveens the” Chrs- 
flian Faith, viz..C Loſs cod big Apoſtler," Upon the lit 
of theſe his Lard ticularly Diſcout : 

But inflead.. of. Advesfary to Taxk about this 
weighty . Subje&, our Author.chuſcs rather to fall upon ſome 
other Points, wine he: may- baye a a oy by the gta 
tifying his roving Fancy ; . not to up: by 
Rules and Meaſures of, Brig Argumentation ; "and Genrfoes 
at he had-to. Tra he paſſes 


for the fitting. to his purpoſe 
over the other, under the Character of *a many Header, 


too troubleſome for a Reader's view, wht the Che the Chief of all | 
t, * God... + 


(as. he will have it) /ier in rheſe Three, 


ys 


o 
—_ —_— <—— — ——— 
= . o 
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1. * God may juſtly require of us to belieye what we can- 
© not comprehend, | 

2. * Thoſe who rejet the Myſteries of Faith, do them- 
ſelves advance greater Mylteries than thole-they declaim 
6 againſt. 

3- © The manner and way of Salvation the Church teaches, 
© tends moreto the benefit of mankind, than the way of Sal- 
© vation by Chrift-taught by the Socinians. 

Of theſe Three Propoſitions our Author thus paſſes his Judg- 
ment. The firſt is true; but not to the purpsſe. The Second is bome 
roche ; but -not true. The Third is neither true nor to the 


0ze. 
Fe When he elſewhere read this Charafter of a certain Book, 
without doubt he —__ 'the Calence of it very petty, 
and might be divertive for his Reader, whether it were right 
or wrong, and/ ft for his purpoſe or nots, . But: becauſe 1 am' apt 
ro ſuſpet the ExaQneſs of ſuch Turns of Fancy, I ſhall make 
bold to examine them; and ſee how His CharaRter and the 
Head; of Diſcouſe he applies it to, will agree. 

The firf, faith he, i: true," bur "wor to the Porpoſe. 
The -contrary of this uſed to be 'accomited trae by his Pre. 
deceffors in the ſame 'way 3 Socinas himſelf, as his' Lordſhip 
_[ Seri. p. 21.] deniled tbe Divine Preſcience; becauſe he 
puld . riot comprehend It ; and the _ mcomprehenfiblene(sof a 
"Doctrine. uſed to ' be 4 nilphty ament © amongſt the 
Socinians, againſt the trach of 'Iit; asf be thewn, our 
Author is 6f another mind, as he"telis us, for the preſent : 
And if his Lordlhip could *by *Prefcience have foretold his 
nd , and foreſeen he would have. replied upon him, be 
wight beve ſpar'd to bimſelf '(35 he ' gravely obſerves) rhe 
Pams of thoſe ten Paget im bit Serum,” in which be ſeeks to 
ove, that there are many things we Uo "mor thend, But 
is Lordſhip Is not to be'blamed for-want 'of that Preſcience, 
which the acute Socivus would” not Jtlow ro God himſelf. 
And. to ſay the trath of it we Hecuet etal wrote againſt a 
Sociniaw Pont, but our | hor can" tell him, 'He wirerly 1m 
| Pakes ; perhaps his Lordſhip had "not read "the Nores *on -the 
Creed of Athanaſius, nor the Trittita/ian Scheme of "Religion, 
nor the 4»ſwtrro Mr. Milbourn, (Books our Author recom- 
mends) nticr the Hiſtory 6f the Iaft Sever year: ;for it's likely 
hemight there have four the ' dex Expurgetorine"to Socinns, 
and 


3 


OO | OO am oe 


Biſhop of Worceſter*s Sermon. 
and his Succefſors z and the Alterations made in this Refining 
Age in their groſſer DoQrine, without which they will tell him 
he writes againſt imaginary Socindaniſm. But our Aathor with- 
in the compaſs of Three pages changes his mind. , In page 4. 
Alt the works of God are Incomprebenſible, and we cannot 
the leaſt Spire of Graſs. But pag. '7. He cannot anderftand why 
bis Lordſhip and many others are ſo poſitive, that we cannot conv 
rows oobryp on ago dnp boom ſhould have 
—_— at the works a Spire of Graſs are as compre- 
henſible as an infinite Attribute. "He tells us, Contradiftions are by 
ol! confeſſed to be Impoſſivilities 3- and (0. | take and 
I to be 3 it- remains- therefore, upon 
ſhew that they are poſſible 5 and-that while it is not poſſible 
for a Spirewf Graſ; to be comprehended, that yet Eternity may. 
He bears 2 too hard upon his Readers, to ſuppoſe their 
Memory or Attention'will not hold out Three pages together ; 
and that he may have the liberty to affirm and' deny, andcon- 
cradit himſelf Sokg; beft ſerve germs oct 
their underſtanding, pr at of Writing 4nd Con- 
troverfie was the occaſion of ogy ara Sts 

The firſt of theſe, The Intomprobenſiblenſs of God's works, is left 
in it's place fo try "its fortune, and- to fubſift vpon'its own 
Credit. But when he maintains the 7 of ant in- 
finite Attribute (he have ſaid Infinity, for that is a Divine 
Attribute) becauſe it s$ not ſo well, and theſe Men that have 
tawght the World, that to do Contradiflions would not be a\Perfetion, 
but an Imperfe&ion in the Divine Natzre,may have allo taught-them, 
that Infinity carnot be comprehended by a Finite underſtand- 
ing, nor God be comprehended by a Creature ; becauſe '6f 
this he takes himſelf concerned to make good his Paradox, 
by ſetring up ſuch « Notion of Comprebenfien as he conceives 
may ſupport it: And that is, that to comprebend # thing, is to 
bave a clear, diftinit and adequate Conception of it. And he adds, 
May we not have ſuch a Netion of an infinite Attribute ? -I think; we 

Let us ſuppoſe for the preſent, his Definition of Compre- 

benfion to be good and right 3 may. we- not then have @ clear, 
diſtin, and adequate Conception of a Spire of Graſs, or any of God's 
Works, as of Infinity and Eternity ? And then. how' comes he 
before to acknowledge the Truth of that ſaying Of his Loxdihip's, 


that we cannot comprebend the a” at Graſs ? 


him <0- 
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- If Vindication 'of the ©. 
But how true ſoever his Notion of Comprehending may be, 
he miſtakes in the Application, when! he ſaith, Ve may have a 
clear, diftin, and adequate Conception of an infinite Attribute. 
Now we uſed ro ſay (till the days of diſcarding Mykeries 
came on} that only God can comprehend his own Eſſence, and 
nothing leſs than Intinite could have a cleer, diftint, and ade- 
Conception of Intinite. For *tis evident we have not- a 
clear, diftinit, and adrquate Conception of that which we can 
ive no adequate Detinition. of, - But we can give” no adequate 
tinition of Infinite 3 and therefore-axe forced to ſpeak of it 
by way of Negation, and rather lay what it is not, than what 
it is. | Thus he himſelf deſcribes God's Eternity, viz. *Tis that 
Duration by which be is without all Beginning and End. which is by 
no means, a clear, diftin, and adequate Definition gt it. For 
firſt, Daration applicd to Eternity, is what is uſually-call'd a 
Conotradiction in Adjets : For faith our Author, It is of: the 
Nature of 8 Duration tv in" a Succeſion,z But in Eternity is 
no Succeffion. For what Succefſion was there before the Crea- 
tion of the World? And yet there was the ame Eternity then 
as now. So that to deſcribe Eternity, by Duration, and to cut 
that Indivitible into parts by Succeiſhon, ifto make's temporary * 
Eternity, which methinks founds- as'ill as an 'Efernal moment. 
Secondly, Its by no means. an adequate Definition of Eternity, 
becauſe it conlifts of Negatives, without all Beginning and End. 
A greater Proof cannot be given of the Inadequatenels of our 
Conception, than thus to go through the World of Beings, 
and Aſertions, and to fay it is not this, and-it is not that, and 
yet. we are never the nearer to tell what the. thing really is. 
As if 1 would ask, What is an infinite Attribute ? And he ſhould 
anſwey, A Perfe&tion without bounds. What is a Spirit? A Be- 
ing that hath no Fleſh and Bbnes. What Eternity ? A Duration 
without Beg inning or End. Do we-underſtand Infinity, a Spirit 
or Eternity, the better for all-chis ? As ſuppoſe when the ward 
Spirit is applicd to God, Angels, and Souls departed ; will the 
abovelaid Definition give me any clear, diſtin, znd adygquate 
Conception of it, and aflign the difference between what it is 
in God, and what in a Creature, br what at all ? A miſtake 
then it is in the thing, as well as a Contradiction in him z and 
the treaſon _ of this Blunder (next to a Carping-Dilpotition 
of mind, watchful to take all advantages) is, that he was not 
aware 
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aware of the difference between apprebend and» comprehend, and 
confounded Exiftence with Efſeace, That-the-thing is, with where 
the thing is. And of both of theſe be himſelf has given us & 
remarkable Inſtance. - + -- 

. For the Biſhop having laid, If aching P _ helieed but 
what be comprebended, the Being of God muſt be-rejefied 
800. P. _ Qur Author upon ket this Obſervation, © That 
the Attributes of God are Incomprehenfible, I bave- often beard x. but 
never till now what bis Lordſhip adds in the next place, prerely from 
bimſelf, If nothing, ſaith be, 4s to be believed, 8c. But why isthis 
purely from bimſe!f ? For this admirable Reaſon, ſybjoyncd by 
our me pk To comprebend-the Being or Exiſtence of God, is only 
. this, + comprehend that God is : and if we cannot comprebend that, 
ol Religion ceaſes, © But-. how came- that word Exiſtence 'in ?- To 

d the Being or Exiſtence of God is only this, 8c. | For his 
Lordſhip has no other word than Being, which plainly there re- 
fers to _ Nature, and not the Exifience of -the' Almighty. 
So-in. the Paragraph juſt before, 1: is 1 to pretend 10 com- 
prebend what is Infinite: And in wer _ Paragraph, 
bra airy apa os nr ts 
Nonſenſe to rejelt any ther Docirine' which relates to an Infinite Being, 
becauſe it is Incomprebenfible. So. that" it's God, as an Infinite and 

 Tncomprebenſible Being, that his Lordſhip is Diſcourling of z not of 
his Exiſtence, but his Eſſence and Nature» And yet we are not 
at ancud of theſe Difficulties, wete-we to confider his Exiftence. 

To return to the Biſhop's fxſi Propoſition ' (as recited by our 
Author) viz. God may juſtly require of #« to believe what we cannoe 
Torr what purpoſe is this.? For our Author ſaith, He | the 

utterly miftakes ,. in thinking that we deny the Articles of the 

iftianuty, or Athanalign. Re/tgiva | concerning the Trinity, 
os Soky, and Incarnation'of our Saviour, & ec. | becquiſe they are 
Myfteries, or becauſe we Dn mage them ; we deny them, becauſe 
they are Contradictions, Impoſſibilities, and ou Nonſenſe, p-« 4. b. 

Surely | this New Chr flienaty, this Athanaſian Religion, is no 
other than Babylon in the Revelation, that had Myftery wrote on 
ber Forebead, that was the Mother of Harlote, and ions 
of the whole Eanth 3 and delerves to be treated /in- like manner, 
if ſhe vends Impoſture and Contraditions under the name of f Myſteries, 
as he repreſents it. But in defeR,of a Royal Authority to 
conſummate the Sentence, there i . a terrible Scourge, a Book 

2 wrote 
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y goes 


Es if /he durſt4 Box thas his Adverfar 


Gevy an 


g before we ave told the 


On og 


ternity of God. 


ipobſerves in the Eter- 


© That if God was for ever, be muſt be from bim- 


* felf 3 and what Notion can we bave in our mind: concerning # # 


The firft is, 


Our 


Site of Ware? homme 


Oar Author this; ap-if if want Bithopts ; defign 
fo 2rgut-ngainiſt "eter chi me 7 aw ſorry 
mn = rhe + ContrediGlions Had: be no defend 


. Myfteriet, but by : the Canſe of the # be. ©. 
\Gotamny as black as Boy is-there any word leaning 

why What! to-prove that there are Contradictions in 
Notion of -Erernity, or-that'an Erernal God is a —_—— 
on ! Doth not his Lordſhip both affirm there i great reaſon to 
CET PTnny of Gods, and in the: ſame breath cf- 


this hs os 


way of prefacing an Argument z t 
enou 
: ' where 45' the ContradiQion? Ar-laf-it: —_—_ 

is own mmakitig. - For, faith he;- What-moler 'bim 
ſay, God maſt b: from bimfſuf, WW ff -wighwnes? For ten 
be before be was. | 

For God tv'be before be wi, is a Contradidtion. Bur do not 
ſee how it follows, tharf A 


to” | Angbibete; "he yada oils cot 
From biafef” ans'Hin it "is' Prom/:bomſulf, or 
e hag, put a pretty vamilh uporrity 
nate, if firily &n, implies an Origine or 
nfelf : ——_—_— what ky 
Ta Tor nn ones 
had his g*or from! .or- 
Adverfaric's phraſe were ; there! hadbeen | 
colour for him'ro Have y Then he war in 
be war. But to'be' from bimſeF , j ver: re 'tiable to 
inferetice, than when'we (iy'he is Slbexifient,, a 
uſed by the Fathers , *Aun'$s@-; God PR from bimſelf, that 
is, ſo as tohave no'Cauiſe nor 
The' ſecond Ditfculty his Lordſhip: pdaabag : God's 
Eternity, is, How God ſhould eo-rneiſtwpieh alt che diferencer: of times, 
and yet there be no Sucetſſivt in"this oxn Being << Mad Succeſſion be- 
ing not confiftent with the Abſolute Poflior of -obd Divine Natans, 
therefore God maſt be all at once what ve is, 


for 
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This ous: Authis-fait, is @ great many. Contradiflions , and 

no lefs- than Five Queries-upon'it, which he gives 

ar em ae ny eilt 6g, aan hr to anſwer, '.Forithus: he 
cloles't Notion of ; end this Notion of 

will be vindicated both in a Day. TY Ys 


However we will try if t * Day for it be not already come 4 .: 


and for trial's. ſake ,.l will venture to offer them again to the 
Reader, as thep-and in; his Treatiſe. 


. What is the difference between an het ams!, 


. (which every ane diſcerns is a Contradidtion in the very terms) 
* and/between puſſeſſing Eternal Life all at onee, Which is his Lord» 
* ſhip's Definition of Eternity ? 

A. The difference is as great, as between Contradidtion and 
Trath. -- An Eternal Moment is a Contradiction 3 for a Moment 
is 4 moveable point, and -paſſes .as:; ſoon into not being , 
23 it came into being, It- was not, \it is, and immediate- 
ly is not ; and ſo nothing more oppolite in the nature of it to 
Eternity.” But:Eternity admits no Succeſhon, no Divilibility, 
ER, no told ; 9s - uture , ng = audits rye ge, 
an conſcquent]y m all exiſteat-c r, atone ; 
For there is-no mear between Succeſſion ;/ and all. at once ; and 
ſince Succeſſion is imcompatible_ wich Eternity,” Etcrnity muſt 
be all at'once.” And if God did not PIR ot once, he 
TO ic of the N of all Daraci 

2 ion to conſiſt 

Ft Wer ,>clſc-it were __ but a Moment, I 

« ask whether it beinot unavo ,thatit Almighty God pol- 

© (elſes Eternal Life aff 88 once, homuſ have paſſed into-ſome 
© Durations before they | are? The, Duration , for example, 
© in which the Day of be, is not aQually come. 


* upon that' Duration , chax2 is 5, he" is centred, upon it before 
« it is ; 
. 4. I it be of the Notare of ol Duration to conſiſt in a Succeſſion, 
then there can be-no-more Duration, than there is Succeſſion 
' in an Ecernal And conſequently, 'tis a groſs. Nomgley 
to conceive of” 16s entring whon 4. certain Decration, and pa 


fing into ſome Diiration , which is to conceive of him as a 
porary Being, and that began to be, (for ſo it is in all Succeſſi- 
on} and not as one that is Eternal. 


Q. 3+ 


at ak Once, he is alzeady entred 


Biſhop of Worceſter"; Sermon. * 
9, 3. © Seeing it is « Contradition, 'and- therefore impolli- 
©ble, that any Being ſhould poſſels- a 'Dutation- before ſuch 
© Duration is I defire to know of his Lordſhip, how it can be 
* 2n ImperfeRion (as be affirms) m the Divine Nature, notto do 
6 that which implies a Contradiction, &e- {5.1 

A. 'Tis true ; \that it is a Contradidtion , :and therefore impoſſible 
for a Creature, to whom Duration and Succeiſion belong , ts 
poſſeſs a Duration before ſuch Duration is. But itr is a Contra- 
dicion, and therefore impoflible for God -to- poſſels 'any Du- 
ration (which conſits in Seceſſion) becauſe he is Eternal, For 
- bin to poſſeſs a certain Duration and -Succeilion ,.;would -be 
to ſuppoſe him in Duration 4, before-he removed | to Dura» 
tion B, and when he is in Duration B, to have left Duration 4. 
Eternity in God, is wich reſpe& to- Time, what Immenfiry is 
to Place z, and fo heis all at once,” as he is at once in.all-places 3 
and as notwithſtanding the innumerable Divifions in- place, 
God is'no more divided, thaw herwas before Place was created. 
So, notwithſtanding the manifold-.diftributiong of time, God 
is no more in one Duration than in another , but is pow the 
fame Eternal undivided Being, . when there-is a Before, a Preſent, 
'and an After in Time , as he was before there was any Time, 
| Duration or Succcilion. Wea 

2. 4. How is it more an Imperfetion'to pals fromimot be- 
* ing, into ſuch a Duration, to ſuch a Being in it, chan *tis' an 
© Imperfe&ion to pals from not operating in ſuch a-Daration, 
*to operating init? This lait all men» muſt confeſs tobe true 
© of God for none willk-dareto ſay, God made all his Works 
* at Once. | 

A. 'fo paſ: from Duration to Duration, and from not being in 
ſuch a particular Duration to @ Being "init , is no other than Suc» 
celſion which (as has been ſhew'd) is utterly, inconfiftent wicty 
the Nature of God, who is'Eternal. | 6 

To paſs from not operating in ſuch a Duration; to operating init; 
is to ſuppoſe there was a Duration- before God did. operate-in 
it, which is manitefily ablurd. For Duration is a continuance of © 
Time 3 but what Duration: was there in Eternity, before there 
was any Time, or God beginto operate 'argl make the World? 

Again, To argue fron: the Works of Gud' to his Nature, is 
to"circumſcribe him to Time and Place, as they axe. And he 
may as well argue, That God began to be, when he began to 
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Operate, 'as to-argue from Succeſſion in the Creatures, or a 
Succeflion of Operation in the Creatures, to a Succeſſi« 
on in Himſelf; and'that he-cannot be ol «t once, becauſe he did 
not make all his Works at once. | 


_ ©: 5. *What ſhadow of I ion is it to paſs from. one Þ 
© Duration toenother, when the Perſon (o paſling, carrics with *F- 


Into every Durition? 
were ſo, the Almighty would want one perfeQion 


© him all 


4. If 
of his Nature,” which is Eternity. For he can-no more carry 
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his/Eterniry-wich him inco the various Succallions of Duration, 


than he can paſs from place to place j and;carry his Immenſity 
with him. 1”, $$; & 


Tis the Upſhot (1 will not fay-the Delign) of theſe his Que- + 


ries to overthrow the Eternity of God , under colour of dif- 


ving the Notion of the Flaronifts ond Boethius 5; the Sebool-men 


pro 
end the Dottors , and Proſſer "of ler in ear Times , ( as he 
. derives its Pedigree; and*is- to 'give- their Character ) 


viz. That Envatty is a of ol at once; And fo turns all 
, with which he ſo virulcat- 


ly, and without any pretext 
 verſary.. For what-clſe is the effet of his cine of Succef- 


Gon in God, and paſſing from one Duration to another ?. For 


where there is Succeffion, there was a beginning, unleſs he will 
make the Grit Mment in his Succeſſion to be Eternal, which he 
knows is a Contradifition in Terms. 

The Two zemaining ' Difficulties which his Lordſhip offers 
to our Conſieration,-and to ſhew how incomprehenſible things 
are, arc the Spirituality of God's Nature, and his Preſcience. 

To the former he makes no 'other Reply, than to difavow 


ny {) what was charged upon ſome of their Way about 
$ 


nh areal nothing will-ſerve his turn, but that the 


| Bithop eopeſe Mp4 of God ( that envied | Dolrine ) by finding 


Exernity and F oreknowledge. 


-* But what if the Bloody Charge fall upon Sociaws, who found 


the Difficx/tier , and as he thought , the Contradidiions in the 
Doctrine of God's Proſcirnce to be ſo great, intrenching upon 
of Hymane-Actions, and making God the Author 
's he thought it the better way wholly to deny it. 
Bat this our Author is very careful to ſuppreſs. - 
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profound, it would not follw, 


\'2. he, If the e were 0 | 
the Senſe nyt pho” up But it would follow, that 
Se. John that wrote of ſuch 
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efier Jobn B 
W's by head and ſhoulders, he brings in — 
Socinians on the beginning of which | 


jt ; yet be war in 
ſe of the 


| pofition, Viz. 54 | 
: _ beginning of the Goſpdl, the Ford Jelus Cone 
© ing about 30. years old, was then in being and alive: 
* about that time was 18 -; as St, Pax} was, 


Native, und. the Win be made 
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Anſw. EN what is it then- ? deny, 
faith, that this Sacyi na no ma dp ſn, Fl 
adequate 19 the Juſtice 

£.' That there | might be « Sacrifice of Rupugon wikice, there wes no - 

full cad adore en rote aof talk God, is true, becauſe & i nor poſ- 
fwble, ſaith the Apoſtle, that the bleed HE Hon als wap; 
EE EONS 

er, .is yet and given.to Na 

4, 10.) which may not im operly be called a Satizfe#ie n and Payment; 

and if ſo, in 24 of the Dignity of the Pecſoir, may be faid tobe full 

and adequgre ; i __ called Debts, fo Sinners ars Debtoss 
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ax be; and till Ice an Anſwer bas 8 5 
alſo fajd by the Archbiſhop upon tht Arc | 
*onrented, and.not think the Propoſition eyerth eleſs - 


true or + <a = his ſaying 'Ti neither true, nor ts the purpoſe. 
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To the Reverend Dr. Wittiaus: 


_ Reverend Sir, 
that youw-are now about a Vindication of the 
_ be = "wy of Canterbury's Sermons concerning the Trinity, 


hos ry > We 
licle more trouble, 1leave it to — 
of -4his Paper-as ſeem of the 


with your own'C 
thoſe folid- Charathers of trge 
' which all your Wr are diiie 
| 5 | Gall without any 
- that is before me z and ry, 
nexal Conſiderations, before | oc 
and Cxitical., The Foreign 
ſion, have indeed in their way of W 
world : Their Stile has been Grave and. 
flecion or Levity. They have purſacd their Point with a Strain 
that deſcrves great Commendation, Bat thoſe, who have taken 


M great 


| es, 2s Ei -both remove Preju-. 

| w) men _ yy en ul thoſe who ſeemed 
full of a Chrittion Spirit ; 4 y have becn apt.to ſulpehy 
that as their Numbers "and their Hopes might” encreaſe, they 
would change their Stile, and raiſe heir $ irits. This Wricer- 
has done what lay in him, to pl thoſe i ns. It-ſcems 
he thinks the Party is 1 mw [-N that the. hard words. of | 


ord ONS Ga to 
; er'Pen, but were in the Ma- 


over le DS ene Refleions, eſpecially when 
I that fort was uſed, to give a Provocation * Colour 


h returns 3- there ls another imputation of a much higher 
nature, 
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Refleds 'on.the Aws, and other , and Intereſts, that he 
apprehends ore the Conkiderations which engage t6 » 
in'the Perſuaſions' which he” writes againſt, Fhis 


therefore - to ſave theſe, -they not only*Speak and Write, but 
ns CEOs Cnpen Suey of | Ces. 
This is often repeated, though perhaps more broadly:in- the 
other Conſiderations, than in'thoſe' that relate; co- my elf. | 
reckon my felf to be equally inyolved/with-my. Brethren in-the 
Imputation z and will therefore Anſwer it with the folemnicy 


how 


ted in the higheſt Infiarices poſſible, if we Worſhip One as the 


Great ages yen eng but a mere Creature. A man 


who can upon any © whatſoeves; ſell himſelf at this 
rate, can- have.neither Conſcience nor z. no Sincerity 
noe-"true-\Plety” "IF this jnifingation catried coly. a -Perſo= 
nal Refiction 'on our ſelves 5 the injuſtice . of 


it be very great, yet it t be more cafily paſſed over,/if it 
were not for the great advantage it gives to_Atheiſtical and 
Prophane Minds, who are inclined enough to think that- all 
the Profeſſions of Religion which men-make, are only mat- 
ters of Cuſtom or of Intereſt : Theſe are now fortified as much as 
the Credit of this Writer can amount to, © When fome Per- 
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Pangrarerg. and. who 

a either lay 
So ng or do to aki bl it upon the fug- 
As in ths: {.in ſeveral ochen.n ſeerm to 
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pvp ay pe certainty:is there left abour 
i6?- 2 fe: docom ſeem co: deſign this/ as modo 
is 


Charch of) Rawe z wheze the currant Do&tine is; that 

wiſfion. is due to the Scriptures, but as they inane 

explained; bythe Church z -tho' the great Pains ' he-takes to' 
| excuſe 


UMI 


"to MRS GAt PE Willing: 


excuſe 7, nenmny looks very kindly towards them: 
The trac Conſequepee of this muſt' be, that che Scripture 


gion, " doube. Cc, Was 
ES, 5 f 
and Gloſſes might And ht might 


ay may Ages to 


by Doty 


ſtrikes the whole, 0 accuſe the. Cope wow vis as 
havi: yy long: vitiated, _ ad, on 

L hall offer you but —_— | 4 Ir 
er Wee Sh | 


gs kay 
Trinity (cems unconceiv; z while © : 
Trinity as ſeems ws 0 ron 
ſo divided and; broken, that we agree in pers [ba 
maintaining of ſome Terins, and Phraſes 
which we: have very differcat Apprebenow from on ones ano 
ther, 

This- ſeems to give Scandal to ſome. ' mids, as well as- 
advantage to bad ones ; and therefore. it ought to be welbex- 
plained, There. is then. a great difference to be made between 
that, which, is. a-pazt of oar Religion, and thoſe ———_ 
which-we: may more diſtintly fer ic forth,both to our ſelves 
others... To make this more ſenſible by- Inſtances that are- 
foreign. to this Matter ; Many Proteftants + have- different” 
Apprehenfions concerning the manner of Chrilt's Preſence in the 
Sacrament. 
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Porno which our minds'go towards him, in 
: | dig who do worthily re- 


; Explinatio: upon em-may be. -So as to this great 
hole "wv Sag 4h One," and who do alſo 

+; and the together with the Faiber, 

, the fame Afts of Pbiery 
may have Yifterent ways of 
of the Effence,or the Triziry of the 
hed: . ak it will pat an cnd to 
of others. 


eſs the let tions, it will be the 
better, -and the to t unleſs it be to offer 
ſuch INlaſtratiorid, us Ne ar "y "thing may beexplai- 
ned, than affirm how it ought- to be-explained : And there- 
fore lince God is uhſearchable, and paſt finding ont, to Perfcion, the 
beſt Method is to conſider what-is the clear meaning of theſe 
Texts of Scripture, that declare any of rtiofe Depths to us, and 
to judge of rhem according to-the plain Importance of the 
W ords, as that by the Context, the Stife and Pihraſco- 
logy of the Scriptures , and by all che other Indications by 
which | we may out their true meaning. as 
is 


Pre- 


That 


"#0 bh. | wr 7 ; m Dt 73 7 | il ms,” 
"This" leads me me'to "firſt Remark that [ſhall make on 


8 x bd that they' are faithf 
4 unleſs we will ſubmit to an it 
; _ own Reaſons with the 
” me of them: "When wk 
T boo to- believe it, 4s we can be 6 
. jects of Senſe: Anice this'js 
+ by none, that God is the God © 
AF lies no Exception againſt any” pa 
runs all upon the Sappotnibvags 
&d "in the Scriprure 3 and th; 
"& Dificulcies a Main ws 
FF or Reaſons do atteſt 
> The excurfion my 
4 not-ſo much meant 
+1 {pretended ) 
poſe, that it ſeems (0'8PBaE £68 
ds are not faithfully ted by 
JF: id, ares 10 08 , wee of 
of ſanſe 3 be has left 'and'then div 
wing how the Evid kcet [= De mil 
'Dar thae appears crooked ih Vater, with 
the like force 3 whereas! s had failed, if conſider 
Fd the Importance'of it word fo WF, thatis an; Evidence gi- 
Jen wich all the Exacnels, all the- CorreRions that 
"Wiexſe can lay beioreus, Soufi'tt (elf this le4'us mio a whole 
"Fihcory of Refractions, according to the Mediun jar 
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- Tame manner after their pretended T 


P,' 93. 


»” 


which we {cc an Object paſs ; What he Gays about Accidents, _. 
is too flight to be remarked: We fee the ſame Objeds ln-che 
ation, that 


.we 
ſaw before. it ; therefore either our Senſes axe not infallible in 
their firicteſt application tortheir proper Qbjedts, or they axe as * 
true after Tranſubſtantiation as they were before it, The Ipfe- * 
rence after all that he would draw from what he ſays upon this 
Head, (hall be cafily acknowledged by. me ; That where the 
Evidence of Resfon” is as plain. and: full againft an Obje& of 
Reaſon, as the Evidence of Senſe is here concerning an. Object 
of Senſe, that there we have very good ground to reje jt. If 
it were pretended that God were both One and Three in the © 
ſame reſpet, the Evidence of Reaſon againt this is ſo ctear, ® 
that I acknowledge that no Authority whatſoever ought to in- * 
duce us ta believe it : But if "iis revealed that the ſame Being © 
is both Ozeatd" Three, then ſince the Notion of UVaiy is y 
of ſuch difference, fince alſo. that of diverſity is of the ſame | 
laxgene(s, and (ince. the fame Being may be One in one reſpet, Þ# 
and More in another z this oppoſition between ſuch Unity and IF 
ſuch Trinity, is no proper QbjeR of. Reaſon,” nor can Reaſon give | 
us 2 full Evidence, much leſs the foleft againſt it. 16 


Ithink there remains nothing to be conſidered on this Head, | 
except the Scorn with which he treats me 4 which 1 thank; F* 
God 1 can very ny bong and will, make no returns, He #. 
might afterall, treat Matters fot-which ſo many. Perſons 
of Worth and Learning have (o-particular-e Veneration, with 
more Modeſty. It ſcems he thought « Boldneſs of Expreſſion, Y” 

-and a Scorn oF his'Adverſazies, would have ſome effet on | 
ordinary- Readers z which/ very probably it. may have 3 but 
better Judges will put ahother Gonſtraction upon it. I with'$ 
him a better Temper, and fo 1 leave him, to come to the 
main Argument on which I had relied. : 

I will only ſay this for an Introd co it, That the be & | 
Rule of Criticiſm is to conſider the whole Thread, Strain. 
and Phraſcology of a Book, and not to deſcant upon the rark + 
ousSignifications that theWords themſelves taken feverally my F; » 
be capable of, The not conſidering this atight, ſeems'to half 

F nr. the odd Comments of the Socinianr, 
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The Biſhop of Saruni's Tertir- 
may-Ridy to lefſen the Credit of ſach Writers, againſt 
whom they ma __ have, on other accounts , ſome ſecrer re- 
fernaents'; ſo they may undermine thoſe Arguments 
en which chey 'had chiefly | buile, The firſt great Cricick 
that * the weakning of moſt of -che Arguments drawn. 
from Texts of - Scripture on this Head , I mean Evroſors, 
&id not underfiand the Hebrew ſo well as he. did Þ--. 
Greeks ſo that he confidering the 'Greek Phraſeol 
than that which had ariſen from. the Hebrew  Siviack, 
might ' often miſtake, Therefore the © diverfities among 
Criticks concerning particular places, "does. not” weaken the - 
force of thoſe Inferences that are drawn from them; much . 
tes rhe Evidence- that ariſes out-of the whole , when hid 
all' together. 
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Jone that more fully 'than any that I yer of, and 
that in a Book , which of: all thoſe that'T have yet "writ, 
was the moſt univerſally read by-the moſt different forts of 
People : . Nor has my- doing” that fo + Ming, vr , $. im a 
Book of fuch a nature, ſcaped ſome ſevere, but yo 
cenſares. I- will not lye for God, nor ſuppreſs a truth 
may become an- honeſt man to own. 

Thus. 1 have gone over all that ſeemed material, and to 
need explanation, -on the firſt Head concerning the Divinity 
of the Son of God: 1 muſt only explain one thing, - wich - 
m—_ by. gatiade _ his erg I *had © Its / 
ft this matter by the indwelling. of the Clowd of 
and had explained from that, the fulneſr of | the yds 
#welling bodily in Chrift : From thence he fancies this to be 
Neftorixs's DoQttine , and that it is alſo theirs, who own 
That God (by his Spiri or Energy ) wer in - the Lord Chrift 
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mined nothing in this matter , but. reſt in the general 
Notions of Expiation and of Reconciling us-to | 

I have now done with all that part -of the late Boo 
which falls to my ſhare; and have made thoſe Explans- 
tions and RefleQions apon- it, that ſeemed 'neceffary. F 
have faid' this once for all, and ſhall no more return. to- 
it, upon any new provocation whatſoever : Such crude and- 
bold Attempts, are oftener to be negle&ed than Ankhwered, - 
Theſe men are at beſt the Inſtruments of: the Deifts, who** 
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